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approbation,  than  the  restoration  of  Charles  IL  Nor  can  this 
be  attributed  to  the  usual  iSckleness  of  the  multitude. 
at'there-'*^  For  the  late  government,  whether  under  the  parlia- 
ment or  the  protector,  had  never  obtained  the  sanc- 
tion of  popular  consent,  nor  could  have  subsisted  for  a  day 
without  the  support  of  the  army.  The  king's  return  seemed 
to  the  people  the  harbinger  of  a  real  liberty,  instead  of  that 
bastard  commonwealth  which  had  insulted  them  with  its 
name ;  a  liberty  secure  from  enormous  assessments,  which, 
even  when  lawfully  imposed,  the  English  had  always  paid 
with  reluctance,  and  from  the  insolent  despotism  of  the 
soldiery.  The  young  and  lively  looked  forward  to  a  release 
from  die  rigours  of  fanaticism,  and  were  too  ready  to  ex- 
change that  hypocritical  austerity  of  the  late  times  for  a 
licentiousness  and  impiety  that  became  characteristic  of  the 
present.  In  this  tumult  of  exulting  hope  and  joy,  there  was 
much  to  excite  anxious  forebodings  in  calmer  men ;  and  it 
was  by  no  means  safe  to  pronounce  that  a  change  so  gene- 
rally demanded,  and  in  most  respects  so  expedient,  could  be 
effected  without  very  serious  sacrifices  of  pubUc  and  parti- 
cular interests. 

Four  subjects  of  great  importance,  and  some  of  them  very 
Proceeding,  difficult,  occupicd  the  convention  parliament  from 
ycntion  p"  r-  the  timc  flf  thc  king's  return  till  their  dissolution  in 
iiamenL  ^j^^  foUowiug  Dcccmbcr  ;  a  general  indemnity  and 
legal  oblivion  of  all  that  had  been  done  amiss  in  the  late  in- 
terruption of  government ;  an  adjustment  of  the  claims  for 
reparation  which  the  crown,  the  church,  and  private  royalists 
had  to  prefer  ;  a  provision  for  the  king's  revenue,  consistent 
with  the  abolition  of  military  tenures  ;  and  the  settlement  of 
the  church.  These  were,  in  effect,  the  articles  of  a  sort  of 
treaty  between  the  king  and  the  nation,  without  some  legisla- 
tive provisions  as  to  which,  no  stable  or  tranquil  course  of 
law  could  be  expected. 

The   king,    in   his  well-known  declaration  from  Breda, 
Act  of  in-   dated  the  14th  of  April,  had  laid  down,  as  it  were, 
demnity.     certain  bases  of  his  restoration,  as  to  some  points 
which  he  knew  to  excite  much  apprehension  in  England. 
One  of  these  was  a  free  and  general  pardon  to  all  his  sub- 
jects, saving  only  such  as  should  be  excepted  by  parliament. 


Cha.  n.— 1660-73.]       FROM    HENRT  VII.  TO    GEORGE  II.  3 

It  had  always  been  the  king's  expectation,  or  at  least  that  of 

his  chancellor,  that  all  who  had  been  immediately  con- 

cemed  in  his  father's  death  should  be  delivered  up  to  the^r^idd^ 

-■■^^  1*1  ••  i^fl  others. 

ponishment*;  and,  m  the  most  unpropitious  state 
of  his  fortunes,  while  making  all  professions  of  pardon  and 
favour  to  different  parties,  he  had  constantly  excepted  the 
regicides,  t  Monk,  however,  had  advised,  in  his  first  mes- 
sages to  the  king,  that  none,  or  at  most  not  above  four, 
should  be  excepted  on  this  account  t;  and  the  commons  voted 
that  not  more  than  seven  persons  should  lose  the  benefit  of 
the  indenmity,  both  as  to  life  and  estate.  §  Yet,  after  having 
named  seven  of  the  late  king's  judges,  they  proceeded  in  a 
few  days  to  add  several  more,  who  had  been  concerned  in 
managing  his  trial,  or  otherwise  forward  in  promoting  his 
death.  t|  They  went  on  to  pitch  upon  twenty  persons,  whom, 
on  account  of  their  deep  concern  in  the  transactions  of  the 
last  twelve  years,  they  determined  to  affect  with  penalties, 
not  extending  to  death,  and  to  be  determined  by  some  future 
act  of  parliament.  %     As  their  passions  grew  warmer,  and 


*  Life  of  Clarendon,  p.  69.  them  rather  insigniBcant  names.     Upon 

f  Clar.  State  Papers,  iii  427.    529.  the  words  that  '*  twenty  and  no  more  " 

In  fret,  very  few  of  them  were  likely  to  be  so  excepted,  two  divisions  took  place, 

be  of  use ;  and  the  exception  made  his  160  to  131 1  and  153  to  135  ;  thepresby- 

general  o^rs  appear  more  sincere.  terians  being  the  majority.  June  8.   Two 

I  Clar.   Hist,  of  Rebellion,  viL  447.  other  divisions  took  place  on  the  names 

Ludlow  says  that  Fairfax  and  Northum-  of  Lenthall,  carried  by  215  to  126,  and 

berland  were  podtively  against  the  pu-  of  Whitelock,  lost  by  175  to  134.     An 

nishment  of  the  regicides,  vol.  iiL  p.  10. ;  other  motion  was  made  afterwards  against 

and  that  Monk  vehemently  declared  at  Whitelock  by  Prynne,     Milton  was  or- 

lirst  against  any  exceptions,   and  after-  dered  to  be  prosecuted  separately  from 

wards  prevailed  on  the  house  to   limit  the  twenty ;  so  that  they  already  broke 

them  to  seven,  p.  16.     Though  Ludlow  their  resolution.     He  was  put  in  custody 

was  not  in  Englisnd,  thu  seems  very  pro-  of  the  serjeant*at-arms,  and  released,  De» 

bable,  and  is  con  firmed  by  other  authority  cember  17.     A  ndrew  Marvell,  his  friend, 

as  to  Monk.     Fair&x,  who  had  sat  one  soon  afterwards  complained  that  fees  to 

day  himself  on  the   king*s   trial,  could  the  amount  of  150  pounds  had  been  ex- 

bardly  with  decency  concur  in  the  pu-  torted  from  him  ;   but  Finch  answered 

nishment  of  those  who  went  on.  that  Milton  had  been  Cromwell's  secre- 

§  Journals,  May  14.  tary,  and  deserved  hanging.    Pari.  Hist. 

I  June  5,  6,  7.     The  first  seven  were  p.  162.     Lenthall  had  taken  some  share 

Seott,  Holland,  Lisle,  Barkstead,  Harri-  in  the  restoration,  and  entered  into  cor- 

•on,  Say,  Jonea.     They  went  on  to  add  respondence  with  the  king's   advisers  a 

Coke,  Brougfaton,  Dendy.  little  before.   Clar.  State  Papers,  iii.  711. 

^  These  were  Lenthall,  Vane,  Burton,  720.     Kennet*s  Register,  762.     But  the 

KcUe,  St.  John,  Ireton,  Haslerig,  .Syden-  royalists  never  could  forgive  his  having 

ham,  Dcsboroof^  Axtell,  Lambert,  Pack,  put  the  question  to  the  vote  on  theordi- 

Blackweil,  Fleetwood,  Pyne,  Dean, Creed,  nance  for  trying  the  late  king. 
Kye,  Goodwin,  and  Cobbet;   some   of 
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the  wishes  of  the  court  became  better  known,  they  came  to 
except  from  all  benefit  of  the  indemnity  such  of  die  king's 
judges  as  had  not  rendered  themselves  to  justice  according 
to  the  late  proclamation.*  In  this  state  the  bill  of  indemnity 
and  oblivion  was  sent  up  to  the  lords,  t  But  in  that  house, 
the  old  royalists  had  a  more  decisive  preponderance  than 
among  the  commons.  They  voted  to  except  all  who  had 
signed  the  death-warrant  against  Charles  the  First,  or  sat 
when  sentence  was  pronounced,  and  five  others  by  name. 
Hacker,  Vane,  Lambert,  Haslerig,  and  Axtell.  They  struck 
out,  on  the  other  hand,  the  clause  reserving  Lenthall  and  the 
rest  of  the  same  class  for  future  penalties.  They  made  other 
alterations  in  the  bill  to  render  it  more  severe  t;  and  with 
these,  after  a  pretty  long  delay,  and  a  positive  message  from 
the  king,  requesting  them  to  hasten  their  proceedings,  (an 
irregularity  to  which  they  took  no  exception,  and  which  in 
the  eyes  of  the  nation  was  justified  by  the  circumstances,) 
they  returned  the  bill  to  the  commons. 

The  vindictive  spirit  displayed  by  the  upper  house  was 
not  agreeable  to  the  better  temper  of  the  commons,  where 
the  presbyterian  or  moderate  party  retained  great  influence. 
Though  the  king's  judges  (such  at  least  as  had  signed  the 
death-warrant)  were  equally  guilty,  it  was  consonant  to  the 
practice  of  all  humane  governments  to  make  a  selection  for 
capital  penalties ;  and  to  put  forty  or  fifty  persons  to  death 
for  that  offence  seemed  a  very  sanguinary  course  of  proceed- 
ing, and  not  likely  to  promote  the  conciliation  and  oblivion 
so  much  cried  up.  But  there  was  a  yet  stronger  objection 
to  this  severity.  The  king  had  published  a  proclamation,  in 
a  few  days  after  his  landing,  commanding  his  father's  judges 
to  render  themselves  up  within  fourteen  days,  on  pain  of 
being  excepted  from  any  pardon  or  indemnity,  either  as  to 

*  June  90.     This  vas  carried  without  wealth,  Hamilton,  Holland,  Capel,  and 

a  diyision.     Eleven  were  afterwards  ex-  Derby,  the  privilege  of  naming  each  one 

cepted  by  name,  as  not  having  rendered  person  (among  the  regicides)  to  be  exe- 

themselves.  July  9.  cuted.     This  was  done  in  the  three  last 

f  July  U.  instances;  but  lord  Denbigh,  as  Hamil- 

I  The  worst  and  most  odious  of  their  ton's  kinsman,  nominated  one  who  was 

proceedings,  quite  unworthy  of  a  Giris-  dead ;  and,  on  this  being  pointed  out  to 

tian  .and  civilized  assembly,  was  to  give  him,  refused  to  fix  on  another.   Journal* 

the  next  relations  of  the  four  peers  who  Aug.  7.   Ludlow,  iii.  34. 
bad  been  executed  under  the  common- 
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their  lives  or  estates.  Many  had  voluntarily  come  in,  having 
pat  an  obvious  construction  on  this  proclamation.  It  seems 
to  admit  of  little  question,  that  the  king's  faith  was  pledged 
to  those  persons,  and  that  no  advantage  could  be  taken  of 
any  ambiguity  in  the  proclamation,  without  as  real  perfidious- 
ness  as  if  the  words  had  been  more  express.  They  were  at 
least  entitled  to  be  set  at  liberty,  and  to  have  a  reasonable 
time  allowed  for  making  their  escape,  if  it  were  determined  to 
eKclade  them  from  the  indemnity.*  The  commons 
were  more  mindful  of  the  king's  honour  and  their  betwe^  u!ie 
own  than  his  nearest  advisers,  t  But  the  violent  °"*"**"' 
royalists  were  gaining  ground  among  them,  and  it  ended  in 
a  compromise.  They  left  Hacker  and  Axtell,  who  had  been 
prominently  concerned  in  the  king's  death,  to  their  fate. 
Hiey  even  admitted  the  exceptions  of  Vane  and  Lambert ; 
oontendng  themselves  with  a  joint  address  of  both  houses  to 
the  king,  that,  if  they  should  be  attainted,  execution  as  to 
their  lives  might  be  remitted.  Haslerig  was  saved  on  a  divi- 
sion of  14*1  to  116,  partly  through  the  intercession  of  Monk, 
who  had  pledged  his  word  to  him.  Most  of  the  king's 
judges  were  entirely  excepted ;  but  with  a  proviso  in  favour 
of  such  as  had  surrendered  according  to  the  proclamation, 
that  the  sentence  should  not  be  executed  without  a  special  act 
of  parliament,  t  Others  were  reserved  for  penalties  not  ex- 
tending to  life,  to  be  inflicted  by  a  future  act.  About  twenty 
enumerated  persons,  as  well  as  those  who  had  pronounced 

• 

*  Lord    Southampton,  according  to  ders,  but  puts  the  case  of  those  who 

Ludlow,  actuaUy  moved  this  in  the  house  obeyed  the  proclamation  on  a  very  dif- 

of  lord%   but  was  opposed  by  Finch,  ferent  footing.     The  king,  it  seems,  had 

iii  4S.  always  expected  that  none  of  the  regicides 

t  Clarendon  uses  some  shameful  ehi-  should  be  glared.     But  why  did  he  pub- 

csnery  about  this.  Life,  p.  69. ;  and  with  lish  such  a  proclamation  ?     Clarendon, 

that  inaeeuraey,  to  say  the  least,  so  ha^  however,  seems  to  have  been  against  the 

hitual  to  him*  says,  **  the  parliament  had  other  exceptions  from  the  bill  of  indem- 

pnblished  a  proclamation,  that  all  who  nity,  as  contrary  to  some  expressions  in 

(fid  not  render  themselves  by  a  day  named  the  declaration  firom   Breda,  which  had 

dioold  be  judged  as  guilty,  and  attainted  been  inserted  by  Monk's  advice ;  and 

of  treason.**     The  proclamation  was  pub-  thus  wisely  and  honourably  got  rid  of 

lisbed  by  tbe  king,  on  the  suggestion  in-  the  twenty  exceptions,  which  had  been 

deed  of  the  lords  and  commons,  and  the  sent  up  from  the  commons,  p.  1S3.    'Die 

eipresrions  were  what  I  have  stated  in  lower  house  resolved  to  agree  with  the 

the  text.     State  Trials,  v.  959.     Somers  lords  as  to  those  twenty  persons,  or  rather 

Tracts,  vii'  437.     It  is  obvious  that  by  sixteen  of  them,  by  197  to  102,  Hollis 

this  misrepresentation  he  not  only  throws  and  Morrioe  telling  the  Ayes. 
the  blame  of  ill  fidth  off  the  king's  shoul-        t  ^^^  1^  Car*  II*  «•  H* 
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sentence  of  death  in  any  of  the  late  illegal  high  courts  of 
justice,  were  rendered  incapable  of  any  civil  or  military  office. 
Thus  after  three  months'  delay,  which  had  given  room  to  dis^ 
trust  the  boasted  clemency  and  forgiveness  of  the  victorious 
royalists,  the  act  of  indemnity  was  finally  passed. 

Ten  persons  suffered  death  soon  afterwards  for  the  murder 
Execution  of  of  Charlcs  the  First ;  and  three  more  who  had  been 
"**'''*"•  seized  in  Holland,  after  a  considerable  lapse  of  time.* 
There  can  be  no  reasonable  ground  for  censuring  either  the 
king  or  the  parliament  for  their  punishment;  except  that 
Hugh  Peters,  though  a  very  odious  fanatic,  was  not  so 
directly  implicated  in  the  king's  death  as  many  who  escaped ; 
and  the  execution  of  Scrope,  who  had  surrendered  under  the 
proclamation,  was  an  inexcusable  breach  of  faith,  t  But  no- 
thing can  be  more  sophistical  than  to  pretend  that  such  men 
as  HoUis  and  Annesley,  who  had  been  expelled  from  parlia- 
ment by  the  violence  of  the  same  faction  who  put  the  king 
to  death,  were  not  to  vote  for  their  punishmenl^  or  to  sit  in 
judgment  on  them,  because  they  had  sided  with  the  commons 
in  die  civil  war.t     It  is  mentioned  by  many  writers,  and  in 


*  These  were,   in   the  first  instance,  ing  him  from  the  indemnity  as  to  life. 

Harrison,  Scott,  Scrope,  Jones,  Clement,  It  appears  that  some  private  conyersation 

Carew,  all  of  whom  had  signed  the  war-  of   Scrope    bad  been  betrayed,  wherein 

rant.  Cook,  the  solicitor  at  the  high  court  he   spoke   of  the   king's   death    as   he 

of  justice,  Hacker  and  Axtell,  who  com-  thought. 

manded  the  guard  on  that  occasion,  and  As  to  Hutchinson,   he  had  certainly 

Peters.  Two  years  afterwards.  Downing,  concurred  in  the  restoration,  having  an 

ambassador  in  Holland,  prevailed  on  the  extreme  dislike  to  the  party  who    had 

states  to  give  up  Barkstead,  Corbet,  and  turned  out  the  parliament  in  Oct.  1659, 

Okey.     They  all  died  with  great  con-  especially  Lambert  Thismay  be  inferred 

stancy,  and  an  enthusiastic  persuasion  of  from  his  conduct,  as  well  as  by  what  Lud- 

the  righteousness  of  their  cause.     State  low  says,  and  Kennet  in  his  Register, 

Trials.  p.  169.     His  wife  puts  a  speech  into  his 

Fepys  says  in  his  Diary,  1 3tfa  October,  mouth  as  to  his  share  in  the  king's  death, 

1660,  of  Harrison,  whose  execution  he  not  absolutely  justifying  it,  but,  I  sus- 

witnessed,  that  **  he  looked  as  cheerful  as  pect,  stronger  than  he  ventured  to  use. 

any  man  could  do  in  that  condition."  At   least,    the   commons  voted  that  he 

f  It  is  remarkable,  that   Scrope  had  should  not  be  excepted  from  the  indem- 

been  so  particularly  favoured  by  the  con-  nity,  "  on  account  of  his  signal  repent- 

vention  parliament,    as  to  be  exempted  ance,"  which  could  hardly  be  predicated 

together  with  Hutchinson  and  Lascelles,  of  the    language   she   ascribes  to  him. 

from  any  penalty  or  forfeiture  by  a  special  Compare    Mrs.   Hutchinson's  Memoirs, 

resolution.  June  9.     But  the  lords  put  p.  367.,  with  Commons*  Journals,  June 9. 

in  his  name  again,  though  they  pointedly  f  Horace  Walpole,  in  his  Catalogue 

excepted  Hutchinson ;  and  the  commons,  of  Noble  Authors,  has  thought  fit  to  cen- 

after  first  resolving  that  he  should  only  sure  both  these  personsfor  their  pretended 

pay  a  fine  of  one   year*s   value   of  his  inconsistency.     The  case  is  however  di& 

estate,  came  at  last  to  agree  in  except-  ferent   as   to    Monk  and  Cooper ;  and 
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the  Journals,  that  when  Mr.  Lenthall,  son  of  the  late  speaker, 
in  the  very  first  days  of  the  convention  parliament,  was  led 
to  say  that  those  who  had  levied  war  against  the  king  were 
as  blamable  as  those  who  had  cut  off  his  head,  he  received  a 
reprimand  from  the  chair,  which  the  folly  and  dangerous 
consequence  of  his  position  well  deserved ;  for  such  language, 
though  it  seems  to  have  been  used  by  him  in  extenuation  of 
the  regicides,  was  quite  in  the  tone  of  the  violent  royalists. "* 
A  question,  apparently  far  more  difficult,  was  that  of 
restitution  and  redress.  The  crown  lands,  those  of  R«iitution 
the  church,  the  estates  in  certain  instances  of  emi-  JhiSSTuJJd^ 
nent  royalists,  had  been  sold  by  the  authority  of  the 
late  usurpers  ;  and  that  not  at  very  low  rates,  considering  the 
precariousness  of  the  tide.  This  naturally  seemed  a  material 
obstacle  to  the  restoration  of  ancient  rififhts,  especially  in  the 
case  of  ecclesiastical  corporations,  whom  men  L  commonly 
less  disposed  to  favour  than  private  persons.  The  clergy 
themselves  had  never  expected  that  their  estates  would  revert 
to  them  in  full  proprietor ;  and  would  probably  have  been 
contented,  at  the  moment  of  the  king's  return,  to  have  granted 
easy  leases  to  the  purchasers.  Nor  were  the  house  of  com- 
mons, many  of  whom  were  interested  in  these  sales,  inclined 
to  let  in  the  former  owners  without  conditions.  A  bill  was 
accordingly  brought  into  the  house  at  the  beginning  of  the 
session  to  confirm  sales,  or  to  give  indemnity  to  the  pur- 
chasers. I  do  not  find  its  provisions  more  particularly  stated. 
The  zeal  of  the  royalists  soon  caused  the  crown  lands  to  be 
excepted.t  But  the  house  adhered  to  the  principle  of  com- 
position as  to  ecclesiastical  property,  and  kept  the  bill  a  long 
lime  in  debate.  At  the  adjournment  in  September,  the 
chancellor  told  them,  his  majesty  had  thought  much  upon 


perhaps  it  may  be  thought,  that  men  of  the  king  for  all  monies  received  by  them 

more  delicate  sentiments  than  either  of  since  Jan.  30.  1648-9,  an   amendment 

these  possessed*  would  not  have  sat  upon  to  substitute  the  year  1642-3  was  carried 

the  trial  of  those  with  whom  they  had  against  the  presbyterians  by  165  to  150. 

long  professed  to  act  in  concert,  though  It  was  not  designed  that  those  who  had 

ioDoeent  of  their  crime.  accounted    to     the    parliament    should 

*  Commons*  Journals,  May  12.  1660.  actually  refund  what  they  had  received, 

[Tet  the  balance  of  parties  in  the  conven-  but  to  declare,  indirectly,  the  illegality 

tion  parliament  was  so  equal,  that  on  a  of  the  parliamentary  authority.     Com- 

resolution  that  receivers  and  collectors  of  mons*  Journals,  June  2.]  —  1845. 
public  money  should  he  accountable  to        f  Pari.  Hist.  iv.  80. 
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the  business,  and  done  much  for  the  accommodation  of  many 
particular  persons,  and  doubted  not  but  that,  before  they  met 
again,  a  good  progress  would  be  made,  so  that  the  persons 
concerned  would  be  much  to  blame  if  they  received  not  full 
satisfaction ;  promising  also  to  advise  with  some  of  the  com- 
mons as  to  that  settlement.*  These  expressions  indicate  a 
design  to  take  the  matter  out  of  the  hands  of  parliament. 
For  it  was  Hyde's  firm  resolution  to  replace  the  church  in 
the  whole  of  its  property,  without  any  other  regard  to  the 
actual  possessors  than  the  right  owners  should  severally  think 
it  equitable  to  display.  And  this,  as  may  be  supposed,  proved 
very  small.  No  further  steps  were  taken  on  the  meeting  of 
parliament  after  the  adjournment ;  and  by  the  dissolution  the 
parties  were  left  to  the  common  course  of  law.  The  church, 
the  crown,  the  dispossessed  royalists,  re-entered  triumphantly 
on  their  lands ;  there  were  no  means  of  repelling  the  owners' 
claim,  nor  any  satisfaction  to  be  looked  for  by  the  purchasers 
under  so  defective  a  title.  It  must  be  owned  that  the  facility 
with  whidi  this  was  accomplished,  is  a  striking  testimony  to 
the  strength  of  the  new  government,  and  the  concurrence  of 
the  nation.  This  is  the  more  remarkable,  if  it  be  true,  as 
Ludlow  inform  us,  that  the  chapter  lands  had  been  sold  by 
the  trustees  appointed  by  parliament  at  the  clear  income  of 
fifteen  or  seventeen  years*  purchase.t 

The  great  body  however  of  the  suffering  cavaliers,  who 
had  compounded  for  their  delinquency  under  the  or- 
of  uTe  1^.  dinances  of  the  Long  Parliament,  or  whose  estates 
had  been  for  a  time  in  sequestration,  found  no  re- 
medy for  these  losses  by  any  process  of  law.  The  act  of 
indemnity  put  a  stop  to  any  suits  they  might  have  instituted 
against  persons  concerned  in  carrying  these  illegal  ordinances 
into  execution.  They  were  compelled  to  put  up  with  their 
poverty,  having  the  additional  mortification  of  seeing  one  class, 
namely,  the  clergy,  who  had  been  engaged  in  the  same  cause, 


*  Furl.  Hist.  iv.  129.  content  to  give  leases  of  their  lands. 

f  Memoirs,  p.  229.  It  appears  by  P.  620.  723.  Hyde  hoveyer  was  con- 
some  passages  in  the  Clarendon  Papers,  yinced  that  the  church  would  be  either 
that  the  church  had  not  expected  to  come  totally  ruined,  or  restored  to  a  great  lus- 
off  so  brilliantly ;  and,  while  the  restor-  tre ;  and  herein  he  was  right,  as  it  turned 
ation  was  yet  unsettled,  would  have  been  out.     P.  614. 


re- 
Tcnue. 
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not  alike  in  their  fortune,  and  many  even  of  the  vanquished 
republicans  undisturbed  in  wealth  which,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, they  deemed  acquired  at  their  own  expense.*  They 
called  the  statute  an  act  of  indemnity  for  the  king's  enemies, 
and  of  oblivion  for  his  friends.  They  murmured  at  the  ingra- 
titude of  Charles,  as  if  he  were  bound  to  forfeit  his  honour 
and  risk  his  throne  for  their  sakes.  They  conceived  a  deep 
hatred  of  Clarendon,  whose  steady  adherence  to  the  great  prin- 
ciples of  the  act  of  indemnity  is  the  most  honourable  act  of  his 
public  life.  And  the  discontent  engendered  by  their  dis- 
appointed hopes  led  to  some  part  of  the  opposition  afterwards 
experienced  by  the  king,  and  still  more  certainly  to  the  coali- 
tion against  the  minister. 

No  one  cause  had  so  eminently  contributed  to  the  dissen- 
sions between  the  crown  and  parliament  in  the  two 
last  reififns,  as  the  disproportion  between  the  public  oft^e 
revenues  under  a  rapidly  increasmg  depreciation  in 
the  value  of  money,  and  the  exigencies,  at  least  on  some 
occasions,  of  the  a(hninistration.  There  could  be  no  apology 
for  the  parsimonious  reluctance  of  the  commons  to  grant  sup- 
plies, except  the  constitutional  necessity  of  rendering  them 
the  condition  of  redress  of  grievances ;  and  in  the  present 
circumstances,  satisfied,  as  they  seemed  at  least  to  be,  with 
the  securities  they  had  obtained,  and  enamoured  of  their  new 
sovereign,  it  was  reasonable  to  make  some  further  provision 
for  the  current  expenditure.  Yet  this  was  to  be  meted  out 
with  such  prudence  as  not  to  place  him  beyond  the  necessity 
of  frequent  recurrence  to  their  aid.  A  committee  was  ac- 
cordingly appointed  **  to  consider  of  settling  such  a  revenue 
on  his  mi^esty  as  may  maintain  the  splendour  and  grandeur 
of  his  kingly  office,  and  preserve  the  crown  from  want,  and 


*  Life  of  Clarendon,  99.    L*£strange,  those  who  stood  up  for  the  laws  were 

in  a  pamphlet  printed  before  the  end  of  abandoned  to  the  comfort  of  an  irreparable 

1660^  complains  that  the  cavaliers  were  but  honourable  ruin.'*     He  reviles  the 

negieeted,  the  king  betrayed,  the  creatures  presbyterian  ministers  still  in  possession, 

of  Cromwell,   Bradshaw,  and  St.  John  and  tells  the  king  that  misplaced  lenity 

laden  with  offices  and  honours.      Of  the  was  his  &ther*8  ruin.     Kennet's  Register, 

indemnity  he  says,  '*  That  act  made  the  p.  SSd.       See,   too,   in    Somers    Tracts, 

enemies  to  the   constitution   masters  in  vii.  517.,  "  The  Humble  Representation 

cilect  of  the  booty  of  three  nations,  bating  of   the  Sad  Condition    of   the    King's 

the  crown  and  church  lands,  all  which  Party.**     Also,  p.  557. 
they  might  now  call  their  own ;   while 
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from  being  undervalued  by  his  neighbours/*  By  their  re- 
port it  appeared  that  the  revenue  of  Charles  I.  from  1637  to 
1641  had  amounted  on  an  average  to  about  900,000^^.,  of 
which  full  200,000/.  arose  from  soiu'ces  either  not  warranted 
by  law  or  no  longer  available.*  The  house  resolved  to  raise 
the  present  king's  income  to  1,200,000?.  per  annum  ;  a  sum 
perhaps  sufficient  in  those  times  for  the  ordinary  charges  of 
government.  But  the  funds  assigned  to  produce  his  revenue 
soon  fell  short  of  the  parliament's  calculation,  t 

One  ancient  fountain  that  had  poured  its  stream  into  the 
Abolition  royal  treasury,  it  was  now  determined  to  close  up 
ten"rii"^  foF  cvcr.  The  feudal  tenures  had  brought  with 
^r^^  them  at  the  conquest,  or  not  long  after,  those  in- 
instead,  cidents,  as  they  were  usually  called,  or  emoluments 
of  signiory,  which  remained  after  the  military  character  of 
fiefs  had  been  nearly  effaced ;  especially  the  right  of  detain- 
ing the  estates  of  minors  holding  in  chivalry,  without  ac- 
counting for  the  profits.  This  galling  burthen,  incomparably 
more  ruinous  to  the  tenant  than  beneficial  to  the  lord,  it  had 
long  been  determined  to  remove.  Charles,  at  the  treaty  of 
Newport,  had  consented  to  give  it  up  for  a  fixed  revenue  of 
100,000Z. ;  and  this  was  almost  the  only  part  of  that  in- 
effectual compact  which  the  present  parliament  were  anxious 
to  complete.  Tlie  king,  though  likely  to  lose  much  patron- 
age and  influence,  and  what  passed  with  lawyers  for  a  high 
attribute  of  his  prerogative,  could  not  decently  refuse  a  com- 
mutation so  evidently  advantageous  to  the  aristocracy.  No 
great  difference  of  opinion  subsisting  as  to  the  expediency  of 
taking  away  military  tenures,  it  remained  only  to  decide  from 
what  resources  the  commutation  revenue  should  spring.  Two 
schemes  were  suggested ;  the  one,  a  permanent  tax  on  lands 
held  in  chivalry  (which,  as  distinguished  from  those  in  soccage, 
were  alone  liable  to  the  feudal  burthens)  ;  the  other,  an  excise 


•  [Commons*  Journals,  Sept  4.  1660;  1,200,000/.  voted  by  parliament  See 
which  I  quote  from  "  Letter  to  the  Rev.T.  his  Diary,  March  1.  1664.  Ralph,  how- 
Carte*' (in  1 749),  p.  44.  This  seems  to  have  ever,  says,  the  income  in  1662  was 
been  exclusive  of  ship-money.]  —  1845.  1,120,593/.,  though  the  expenditure  was 

f  Commons'  Journals,  September  4.  1,439,000/.   P.  88.     It  appears  probable 

1660.     Sir  Philip  Warwick,  chancellor  that  the  hereditary  excise  did   not  yet 

of  the  exchequer,  assured  Pepys  that  the  produce  much  beyond  its  estimate.     Id. 

revenue  fell   short  by  a  fourth  of  the  p.  20. 
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en  beer  and  some  other  liquors.  It  is  evident  that  the  former 
was  foonded  on  a  jast  principle^  while  the  latter  transferred  a 
particular  btnthen  to  the  communitv.  But  the  self-interest 
which  so  unhappily  predominates  even  in  representative 
assemblies,  with  die  aid  of  the  courtiers,  who  knew  that  an 
excise  increasing  with  the  riches  of  the  country  was  far  more 
desirable  for  the  crown  than  a  fixed  land-tax,  caused  the 
former  to  be  carried,  though  by  the  very  small  majority  of 
two  voices.*  Yet  even  thus,  if  the  impoverishment  of  the 
gentry,  and  dilapidation  of  their  estates  through  the  detest- 
aUe  abuses  of  wardship,  was,  as  cannot  be  doubted,  very  mis- 
chievous to  the  inferior  classes,  the  whole  community  must 
be  reckoned  gainers  by  the  arrangement,  though  it  might 
have  been  conducted  in  a  more  equitable  manner.  The 
statute  12  Car.  II.  c.  24.,  takes  away  the  court  of  wards, 
with  all  wardships  and  forfeitures  for  marriage  by  reason  of 
tenure,  all  primer  seisins,  and  fines  for  {^ienation,  aids, 
escuages,  homages,  and  tenures  by  chivalry  without  excep- 
tion, save  the  honorary  services  of  grand  sergeantry ;  con- 
verting all  such  tenures  into  common  soccage.  The  same 
statute  abolishes  those  famous  rights  of  purveyance  and  pre- 
emption, the  fruitful  theme  of  so  many  complaining  parlia- 
ments ;  and  this  relief  of  the  people  from  a  general  burthen 
may  serve  in  some  measure  as  an  apology  for  the  imposition 
of  the  excise.  This  act  may  be  said  to  have  wrought  an  im- 
portant change  in  the  spirit  of  our  constitution,  by  reducing 
what  is  emphatically  called  the  prerogative  of  the  crown,  and 
whidi,  by  its  practical  exhibition  in  these  two  vexatious  exer- 
cises of  power,  wardship  and  purveyance,  kept  up  in  the 
minds  of  the  people  a  more  distinct  perception,  as  well  as 
more  awe,  of  the  monarchy,  than  could  be  felt  in  later 
periods,  when  it  has  become,  as  it  were,  merged  in  the  com- 
mon course  of  law,  and  blended  with  the  very  complex 
mechanism  of  our  institutions.  This  great  innovation  how- 
ever is  properly  to  be  referred  to  the  revolution  of  1641, 
which  put  an  end  to  the  court  of  star-chamber,  and  sus- 

*  Not.  81.  1560,  151  to  149.     Pari,  of  what  already  was  paid,  by  virtue  of  or- 

Hut.     fit  IS  to  be  observed,   as  some  dinances   under  the  commonwealth.]  — 

excuse  of  the  commons,  that  the  heredi-  1845. 
tary  excise  thus  granted  was  one  moiety 
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pended  the  feudal  superiorities.  Hence,  Mrith  all  the  mis- 
conduct of  the  two  last  Stuarts,  and  all  the  tendency  towards 
arbitrary  power  that  their  government  often  displayed,  we 
must  perceive  that  the  constitution  had  put  on,  in  a  very 
great  degree,  its  modem  character  during  that  period ;  the 
boundaries  of  prerogative  were  better  understood ;  its  pre- 
tensions, at  least  in  public,  were  less  enormous ;  and  not  so 
many  violent  and  oppressive,  certainly  not  so  many  illegal, 
acts  were  committed  towards  individuals  as  under  the  two 
first  of  their  family. 

In  fixing  upon  1,200,000/.  as  a  competent  revenue  for 
Army  du-  tljc  crowu,  the  commous  tacitly  gave  it  to  be  under- 
*""*****•  stood  that  a  regular  military  force  was  not  among 
the  necessities  for  which  they  meant  to  provide.  They 
looked  upon  the  army,  notwithstanding  its  recent  services, 
with  that  apprehension  and  jealousy  which  became  an  En- 
glish house  of  commons.  They  were  still  supporting  it  by 
monthly  assessments  of  70,000Z.,  and  could  gain  no  relief 
by  the  king's  restoration  till  that  charge  came  to  an  end.  A 
bill  therefore  was  sent  up  to  the  lords  before  their  adjourn- 
ment in  September,  providing  money  for  disbanding  the 
land  forces.  This  was  done  during  the  recess ;  the  soldiers 
received  their  arrears  with  many  fair  words  of  praise,  and 
the  nation  saw  itself,  with  delight  and  thankfulness  to  the 
king,  released  from  its  heavy  burthens  and  the  dread  of 
servitude.*  Yet  Charles  had  too  much  knowledge  of  foreign 
countries,  where  monarchy  flourished  in  all  its  plenitude  of 
sovereign  power  under  the  guardian  sword  of  a  standing 
army,  to  part  readily  with  so  favourite  an  instrument  of 
kings.  Some  of  his  counsellors,  and  especially  the  duke  of 
York,  dissuaded  him  from  disbanding  the  army,  or  at  least 
advised  his  supplying  its  place  by  another.  The  unsettled 
state  of  the  kingdom  after  so  momentous  a  revolution,  the 
dangerous  audacity  of  the  fanatical  party,  whose  enterprises 
were  the  more  to  be  guarded  against,  because  they  were 
founded  on  no  such  calculation  as  reasonable  men  would 
form,  and  of  which  the  insurrection  of  Venner  in  November, 

*  The  troops  disbanded  were  fourteen    foot  in  Scotland,  besides  garrisons.  Jour- 
regiments  of  horse  and  eighteen  of  foot    nals,  Nov.  7. 
in  England :  one  of  horse  and  four  of 
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1660,  furnished  an  example,  did  undoubtedly  appear  a  very 
plausible  excuse  for  something  more  of  a  military  protection 
to  the  government  than  yeomen  of  the  guard  and  gentlemen 
pensioners.  General  Monk's  regiment,  called  the  Coldstream, 
and  one  other  of  horse,  were  accordingly  retained  by  the 
king  in  his  service  ;  another  was  formed  out  of  troops 
brought  from  Dunkirk  ;  and  thus  began,  under  the  name  of 
guards,  the  present  regular  army  of  Great  Britain.*  In 
166s  these  amounted  to  about  5000  men;  a  petty  force 
according  to  our  present  notions,  or  to  the  practice  of  other 
European  monarchies  in  that  age,  yet  sufficient  to  establish 
an  alarming  precedent,  and  to  open  a  new  source  of  con* 
tendon  between  the  supporters  of  power  and  those  of  free- 
dom. 

So  little  essential  innovation  had  been  effected  by  twenty 
years'  interruption  of  the  regular  government  in  the  common 
law  or  course  of  judicial  proceedings,  that,  when  the  king 
and  house  of  lords  were  restored  to  their  places,  little  more 
seemed  to  be  requisite  than  a  change  of  names.  But  what 
was  true  of  the  state  could  not  be  applied  to  the  church.  The 
revolution  there  had  gone  much  farther,  and  the  questions  of 
restoration  and  compromise  were  far  more  difficult. 

It  will  be  remembered  that  such  of  the  clergy  as  steadily 
adhered  to  the  episcopal  constitution  had  been  ex-  cier^y  re. 
pelled  from  their  benefices  by  the  Long  Parliament  t^b^e- 
under  various  pretexts,  and  chiefly  for  refusing  to  ^^^ 
take  the  covenant.  The  new  establishment  was  nominally 
presbyterian.  But  the  presbyterian  discipline  and  sjmodicsd 
government  were  very  partially  introduced ;  and,  upon  the 
whole,  the  church,  during  the  suspension  of  the  ancient  laws, 
was  rather  an  assemblage  of  congregations  than  a  compact 
body,  having  litde  more  unity  than  resulted  from  their  com- 
mon dependency  on  the  temporal  magistrate.  In  the  time  of 
CromweU,  who  favoured  the  independent  sectaries,  some  of 
that  denominadon  obtained  livings ;  but  very  few,  I  believe, 
oamparadvely,  who  had  not  received  either  episcopal  or 
presbyterian  ordinadon.  The  right  of  private  patronage  to 
benefices,  and  that  of  dthes,  though  condnually  menaced  by 

*  Ralph,  35.;  Li€e  of  James,  447. ;  Grose's  Military  Antiquities,  i.  61. 
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the  more  violent  party,  subsisted  without  alteration.  Mean- 
while the  episcopal  ministers,  though  excluded  from  legal 
toleration  along  with  papists,  by  the  instrument  of  govern- 
ment under  which  Cromwell  professed  to  hold  his  power, 
obtained,  in  general,  a  sufficient  indulgence  for  the  exercise 
of  their  function.  *  Once,  indeed,  on  discovery  of  the  roy- 
alist conspiracy  in  1655,  he  published  a  severe  ordinance, 
forbidding  every  ejected  minister  or  fellow  of  a  college  to 
act  as  domestic  chaplain  or  schoolmaster.  But  this  was 
coupled  with  a  promise  to  show  as  much  tenderness  as 
might  consist  with  the  safety  of  the  nation  towards  such 
of  the  said  persons  as  should  give  testimony  of  their  good 
affection  to  the  government ;  and,  in  point  of  &cU  this 
ordinance  was  so  far  from  being  rigorously  observed,  that 
episcopalian  conventicles  were  openly  kept  in  London.t 
Cromwell  was  of  a  really  tolerant  disposition,  and  there 
had  perhaps,  on  the  whole,  been  no  period  of  equal  duration 
wherein  the  catholics  themselves  suffered  so  little  molesta- 
tion as  under  the  protectorate,  t  It  is  well  known  that 
he  permitted  the  settlement  of  Jews  in  England,  after  an 
exclusion  of  nearly  three  centuries,  in  spite  of  the  denun- 
ciations of  some  bigoted  churchmen  and  lawyers. 

The  presbyterian  clergy,  though  co-operating  in  the  king's 
Hopes  of     restoration,  experienced  very  just  apprehensions  of 
terii!iTfrom  thc  church  they  had  supplanted ;  and  this  was  in 
the  king.      £^^  ^^^  great  motive  of  die  restrictions  that  party 
was  so  anxious  to  impose  on  him.     His  character  and  senti- 
ments were  yet  very  imperfectly  known  in  England;   and 
much  pains  were  taken  on  both  sides,  by  short  pamphlets. 


*  Neal,  429.  444.  cept  for  some  political  reason;  certain  it 

f  Neal,  471.      Pepys'f  Diary,  ad  init  is  that  the  gaols  were  not  filled  with 

Even  in  Oxfordj  about  SCO  episcopalians  them. 

used  to  meet  every  Sunday  with  the  con-  \  The  penal  laws  were  comparatively 
nivance  of  Dr.  Owen,  Dean  of  Christ  dormant,  though  two  priests  suffered 
Church.  Orme^s  Life  of  Owen,  188.  It  death,  one  of  them  before  the  protector- 
is  somewhat  bold  in  Anglican  writers  to  ate.  Butler*8  Mem.  of  Catholics,  iL  IS. 
complain,  as  they  now  and  then  do,  of  the  But  in  1655  Cromwell  issued  a  proela- 
persecution  they  suffered  at  this  period,  roation  for  the  execution  of  these  statutes; 
when  we  consider  what  had  been  the  con-  which  seems  to  have  been  provoked  by 
duet  of  the  bishops  before,  and  what  it  the  prosecution  of  the  Vaudois.  White- 
was  afterwards.  I  do  not  know  that  any  locke  tells  us  he  opposed  it,  6S5.  It  was 
member  of  the  church  of  England  -vraa  not  acted  upon, 
imprisoned  under  tlMeommonwBalth,  ex- 
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panegyrical  or  defiamatory,  to  represent  him  as  the  best  En- 
glishman and  best  protestant  of  the  age,  or  as  one  given  up 
to  profligacy  and  popery.*     The  caricature  likeness  was,  we 
most  now  acknowledge,  more  true  than  the  other ;  but  at  that 
time  it  was  fair  and  natural  to  dwell  on  the  more  pleasing 
picture.     The  presbjrterians  remembered  that  he  was  what 
they  called  a  covenanted  king ;  that  is,  that,  for  the  sake  of 
the  assistance  of  the   Scots,  he  had  submitted  to  all  the 
obligations,   and  taken  all  the  oaths,   they  thought  fit  to 
impose.t     But  it  was  well  known  that,   on  the  failure  of 
those  prospects,  he  had  returned  to  the  church  of  England, 
and  that   he  was    surrounded   by  its    zealous    adherents. 
Charles,  in  his  declaration  from  Breda,  promised  to  grant 
liberty  of  conscience,  so  that  no  man  should  be  disquieted  or 
called  in  question  for  differences  of  opinion  in  matters  of 
religion  which  do  not  disturb  the  peace  of  the  kingdom,  and 
to  consent  to  such  acts  of  parliament  as  should  be  offered  for 
him  for  confirming  that  indulgence.    But  he  was  silent  as  to 
die  church  establishment ;  and  the  presbyterian  ministers, 
who  went  over  to  present  the  congratulations  of  their  body, 
met  with  civil  language,  but  no  sort  of  encouragement  to 
expect  any  personal  compliance  on  the  king's  part  with  their 
mode  of  worship.^ 


*  Several  of  these  appear  in  Somers  Nicholas,  from  St.  Johnston's,  Sept  S. 

Tracts,  vol.  Tii.   The  king's  nearest  friends  1650,  the  day  of  the  battle  of  Dunbar, 

were  of  course  not  backward  in  praising  **  Nothing  could  have  confirmed  me  more 

hixn,  though  a  little   at  the  expense  of  to  the  church  of  England  than  being  here, 

their  consciences.       **  In  a  word,"  says  seeing  their  hypocrisy.*'     Supplement  to 

Hyde  to  a  correspondent  in  1659,    *<  if  Evelyn's  Diary,  133.     The  whole  letter 

being  the  best  protestant  and  the  best  shows  that  he  was  on  the  point  of  giving 

Englishman  of  the  nation  can  do  the  king  his  new  friends  the  slip ;  as  indeed  he  at- 

good  at  home,  he  must  prosper  with  and  tempted  soon  after,  in  what  was  called 

by  his  own  subjects."  Clar.  State  Papers,  the  start.     Laing,  iii.  463. 
541.     Morley  says  he  had  been  to  see         t  [Several   letters  of  Sharp,   then  in 

judge  Hale,  who  asked  him  questions  London,    are   published    in    Wodrow's 

about  the  king's  character  and  firmness  *'  History  of  the  Church  of  Scotland," 

in  the  protestant  religion.   Id.  736.   Mor-  which  I  quote  from  Kennet's  Register, 

ley's  exertions  to  dispossess  men  of  the  **  I    see    clearly,"   he   writes    on   June 

notion  that  the  king  and  his  brother  were  10.,  **  the  General  will  not  stand  by  the 

inclined  to  popery,  are  also  mentioned  by  presbyterians  ;  they  talk  of  closing  with 

Kennet  in   his   Register,  818.;  a  book  moderate  episcopacy  for  fear  of  worse." 

coDtJuning  very  copious  infi>rmation  as  to  And  on  June  23.,  **  All  is  wrong  here  as 

this  particular  period.  Yet  Morley  could  to  church  affairs.     Episcopacy  will   be 

hardly  have  been  without  strong  suspi-  settled  here  to  the  height ;  their  lands 

cions  as  to  both  of  them.  will  be  all  restored.     None  of  the  presby- 

t  He  bttd  written  in  cipher  to  secretary  terian  way  here  oppose  this,  but  mourn 
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The  moderate  party  in  the  convention  parliament,  though 
Project*  for  a  ^ot  absolutely  of  the  presbyterian  interest,  saw  the 
compromise,  ^jjger  of  permitting  an  oppressed  body  of  church- 
men to  regain  their  superiority  without  some  restraint.  The 
actual  incumbents  of  benefices  were,  on  the  whole,  a  re- 
spectable and  even  exemplary  class,  most  of  whom  could  not 
be  reckoned  answerable  for  the  legal  defects  of  their  title. 
But  the  ejected  ministers  of  the  Anglican  church,  who  had 
endured  for  their  attachment  to  its  discipline  and  to  the 
crown  so  many  years  of  poverty  and  privation,  stood  in 
a  still  more  favourable  light,  and  had  an  evident  claim 
to  restoration.  The  commons  accordingly,  before  the  king's 
return,  prepared  a  bill  for  confirming  and  restoring  ministers ; 
with  the  twofold  object  of  replacing  in  their  benefices,  but 
without  their  legal  right  to  the  intermediate  profits,  the 
episcopal  clergy  who  by  ejection  or  forced  surrender  had 
made  way  for  intruders,  and  at  the  same  time  of  establishing 
the  possession,  though  originally  usurped,  of  those  against 
whom  there  was  no  claimant  living  to  dispute  it,  as  well  as 
of  those- who  had  been  presented  on  legal  vacancies.*  This 
act  did  not  pass  without  opposition  of  the  cavaliers,  who 
panted  to  retaliate  the  persecution  that  had  afflicted  their 

church.t 

This  legal  security,  however,  for  the  enjoyment  of  their 
livings  gave  no  satisfaction  to  the  scruples  of  conscientious 


in  secret.**    **  The  generality  of  the  peo-  ment  in  September,  gave  them  to  under- 

ple  are  doting  after  prelacy  and  the  ser-  stand  that  this  bill  was  not  quite  satis- 

vice  book.**     He  found  to  his  cost  that  it  factory  to  the  court,  who  preferred  the 

wasmuch  otherwise  in  Scotland.] — 1845.  confirmation  of  ministers  by  particular 

*  12  Car.  II.  c.  17.      It  is  quite  clear  letters  patent  under  the  great  seal ;  that 

that  an  usurped  possession  was  confirmed  the  king's  prerogative  of  dispensing  with 

by  this  act,  where  the  lawful  incumbent  acts  of  parliament  might  not  grow  into 

was  dead  ;  though  Burnet  intimates  [that  disuse.     Many  got  the  additional  security 

this  statute  not  having  been  confirmed  by  of  such  patents ;  which  proved  of  service 

the  next  parliament,  those  who  had  origin-  to  them,  when  the  next  parliament  did 

aUy  come  in  by  an  unlawful  title,  were  ex-  not  think  fit  to  confirm  this  important 

pclled  by  course  of  law.  This  I  am  inclined  statute.      Baxter  says,  p.  241 .,  some  got 

to  doubt,   as  such  a  proceeding  would  letters  patent  to  turn  out  the  possessors, 

have  assumed  the  invalidity  of  the  laws  where  the  former  incumbents  were  dead, 

enacted   in    the  convention-parliament.  These  must  have  been  to  benefices  in  the 

But  we  find  by  a  case  reported  in  I  Ven-  gift  of  the  crown  ;  in  other  cases,  letters 

trls,  that  the  judges   would  not   suffer  patent  could  have  been  of  no  effect     I 

these  acts  to  be  disputed.]  —  1 845.  have  found  this  confirmed  by  the  Journals, 

t  Pari.  Hist  94.      The  chancellor,  in  Aug.  27.  1660. 
his  speech  to  the  houses  at  their  adjourn- 
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men.     The  episcopal  discipline,  the  Anglican  liturgy  and 
ceremonies,  having  never  been  abrogated  by  law,  revived  of 
coarse  with  the  constitutional  monarchy ;  and  brought  with 
them  all  the  penalties  that  the  act  of  uniformity  and  other 
statutes  had  inflicted.      The    non-conforming  clergy  threw 
themselves  on  the  king's  compassion,  or  gratitude,  or  policy, 
for  relief.     The  independents,  too  irreconcilable  to  the  esta- 
blished church  for  any  scheme  of  comprehension,  looked  only 
to  that  liberty  of  conscience  which  the  king's  declaration 
from  Breda  had  held  forth.*     But  the  presbyterians  soothed 
themselves  with  hopes  of  retaining  their  benefices  by  some 
compromise  with  their  adversaries.     They  had  never,  gene- 
raDy  speaking,  embraced  the  rigid  principles  of  the  Scottish 
clergy,  and  were  willing  to  admit  what  they  called  a  mo- 
derate episcopacy.     They  offered,  accordingly,  on  the  king's 
request  to  know  their  terms,  a  middle  scheme,  usually  deno- 
minated Bishop  Usher's  Model ;  not  as  altogether  approving 
it,  but  because  they  could  not  hope  for  any  thing  nearer  to 
their  own  views.    This  consisted,  first,  in  the  appointment  of 
a  sufiragan  bishop  for  each  rural  deanery,  holding  a  monthly 
synod  of  the  presbyters  within  his  district ;    and,  secondly, 
in  an  annual  diocesan  synod  of  suffragans  and  representatives 
of  the  presbyters,  under  the  presidency  of  the  bishop,  and 
deciding  upon  all  matters  before  them  by  plurality  of  suf- 
frages.t     This  is,  I  believe,  considered  by  most  competent 
judges  as  approaching  more  nearly  than  our  own  system  to 
the  usage  of  the  primitive  church,  which  gave  considerable 
influence  and  superiority  of   rank  to  the  bishop,  without 
destroying  the  aristocratical  character  and  co-ordinate  juris- 
diction of  the  ecclesiastical  senate.t     It  lessened  also  the 


*  Upon  Vernier's  insurrection,  though  to  the  state.     Collier,  872.     But  this  was 

the  sectaries,  and  especially  the  indepen-  false,  as  they  well  knew,  and  designed  only 

dents,  published  a  declaration  of  their  to  produce  an  effect  at  court ;  for  the  oh- 

abborrence  of  it,  a  pretext  was  found  for  Jections  were  not  grounded  on  reasoning, 

inuing  a  proclamation  to  shut  up  the  but  on  a  presumed  positive  institution. 

eoDTenticles  of  the  anabaptists  and  qua-  Besides  which,  the  argument  cut  against 

ken,  and  so  worded  as  to  reach  all  others,  themselves  :  for,  if  the  English  constitu- 

Kennet*s  Register,  357.  tion,  or  something  analogous  to  it,  had 

t  Collier,  869. 871. ;  Baxter,  232. 238.  been  established  in  the  church,  their  ad- 

The  bishops  said,  in  their  answer  to  the  versaries  would  have  had  all  they  now 

pKsbyteriauf  proposals,  that  the  objec-  asked. 

tioos  agaiiist  a  stiigle  person's  administra-  f  Stillingfleet*s  Irenicum.    King's  In- 

tion  in  tha  ehnreh  were  equally  applicable  quiry  into  the  Constitution  of  the  Prinii^ 

VOL.  II.  C 
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inconveniences  supposed  to  result  from  the  great  extent  of 
some  English  dioceses.  But,  though  such  a  system  was 
inconsistent  with  that  parity  which  the  rigid  presbyterians 
maintained  to  be  indispensable,  and  those  who  espoused 
it  are  reckoned,  in  a  theological  division,  among  episcopalians, 
it  was,  in  the  eyes  of  equally  rigid  churchmen,  little  better 
than  a  disguised  presbytery,  and  a  real  subversion  of  the 
Anglican  hierarchy.  * 

The  presbyterian  ministers,  or  rather  a  few  eminent  per- 
sons of  that  class,  proceeded  to  solicit  a  revision  of  the 
liturgy,  and  a  consideration  of  the  numerous  objections  which 
they  made  to  certain  passages,  while  they  admitted  the  law- 
fulness of  a  prescribed  form.  They  implored  the  king  also 
to  abolish,  or  at  least  not  to  enjoin  as  necessary,  some  of 
those  ceremonies  which  they  scrupled  to  use,  and  which  in 
fact  had  been  the  original  cause  of  their  schism ;  the  surplice, 
the  cross  in  baptism,  the  practice  of  kneeling  at  the  com- 
munion, and  one  or  two  more.  A  tone  of  humble  supplica- 
tion pervades  all  their  language,  which  some  might  indi- 


tive  Church.  The  fbnner  work  was  pub-  the  latter  part  of  his  lifb  gave  into  more 

lisbed  at  this  time»  with  a  view  to  moderate  higb-church  politics.     It  is  true  that  the 

the  pretensions  of  the  Anglican  party,  to  Irenicum  must  have  been  composed  with 

which  the  author  belonged,  by  showing  :  almost  unparalleled  rapidity  for  such  a 

1.  That  there  are  no  sufficient  data  for  work  ;  but  it  shows,  as  Am:  as  I  can  judge, 
determining  with  certainty  the  form  of  no  marks  of  precipitancy.  The  biogra- 
church-government  in  the  apostolical  age,  phieal  writers  put  its  publication  in  1 659 ; 
or  that  which  immediately  followed  it ;  but  this  must  be  a  mistake ;  it  oould  not 

2.  That,  as  far  as  we  may  probably  con-  have  passed  the  press  on  the  24  th  of 
jecture,  the  primitive  church  was  framed  March,  1 660,  the  latest  day  which  could, 
on  the  model  of  the  synagogue ;  that  is,  a  according  to  the  old  style,  have  admitted 
synod  of  priests  in  every  congregation,  the  date  of  1 659,  as  it  contains  allusions 
having  one  of  their  own  number  for  a  to  the  king's  restoration. 

chief  or  president ;   3.  That  there  is  no        *  Baxter's  Lifo.     Neal.    [Hie  episoo- 

reason  to  consider  any  part  of  the  aposto-  palians,   according  to    Baxter,   were  of 

lical  discipline  as  an  invariable  model  for  two  kinds,  "  the  old  common  moderate 

future  ages,  and  that  much  of  our  own  sort,**  who  took  episcopacy  to  be  good, 

ecclesiastical  polity  cannot  any  way  pre-  but  not  necessary,  and  owned  the  other 

tend  to  primitive  authority ;  4.  That  this  reformed  to  be  true  churches ;  and  those 

has  been  the  opinion  of  all  the  most  emi-  who  followed  Dr.  Hammond,  and  were 

nent  theologians  at  home  and  abroad  ;  very  few :  their   notion  was  that  pres- 

5.  That  it  would  be  expedient  to  intro-  byters  in  Scripture  meant  bishops  exclu- 

duce  various  modifications,  not  on  the  sively,  and  they  set  aside  the  reformed 

whole  much  different  from  the  scheme  of  churches.      But  those  few,    "  by   their 

Usher.     Stillingfleet,  whose  work  is  a  re-  parts  and  interest  in   the  nobility  and 

markable  instance  of  extensive  learning  gentry,  did  carry  it  at  last  against  the 

and  mature  judgment  at  the  age  of  about  other    party.*'      Baxter's  Life,  part  2. 

twenty-three,   thought  fit  afterwards  to  p.  149.]~1845. 
retract  it  in  a  certain  degree ;  and  towards 
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vidioQsljr  contrast  with  their  Xmbending  haughtiness  in  pros- 
perity. The  bishops  and  other  Anglican  divines,  to  whom 
their  propositions  were  referred,  met  the  offer  of  capitulation 
with  a  scornful  and  vindictive  smile.  They  held  out  not  the 
least  overture  towards  a  compromise. 

The  king,  however,  deemed  it  expedient,  during  the  con- 
tbuance  of  a  parBament,  the  majority  of  whom  were  desi- 
rous of  union  in  the  church,  and  had  given  some  indications 
of  their  disposition*,  to  keep  up  the  delusion  a  little  longer, 
and  prevent  the  possible  consequences  of  despair.     He  had 
already  appointed  several  presbyterian  ministers  his  chap- 
lains, and  given  them  frequent  audiences.     But  during  the 
recess  of   parliament  he  published  a  dedaradon,  wherein, 
after  some  compliments  to  the  ministers  of  the  presbyterian 
opinion,  and  an  artful  expression  of  satisfiEM^on  that  be  had 
found  them  no  enemies  to  episcopacy  or  a  liturgy,  as  they 
had  been  reported  to  be,  he  announces  his  intention 
to  appoint  a  sufficient  number  of  sufiragan  bishops  eiant'oo^ 
HI  the  larger  dioceses;  he  promises  that  no  bishop 
should  ordain  or  exercise  any  part  of  his  spiritual  jurisdiction 
widioQt  advice  and  aasastance  of   his  presbyters;    that   no 
cfaanceQors  or  officials  of  the  bidiops  should  use  any  ju- 
risdiction over  the  ministry,  nor  any  archdeacon  without  the 
advice  of  a  council  of  his  clergy;  that  the  dean  and  chapter 
of  die  diocese,  together  with  an  equal  number  of  presbyters, 
annually  chosen  by  the  clergy,  should  be  always  advising  and 
assisting  at  all  ordinations,  church  censures,  and  other  im- 
portant acts  of  spiritual  jurisdiction.     He  declared  also  that 
he  would  appoint  an  equal  number  of  divines  of  both  persua- 
sions to  revise  the  liturgy  ;   desiring  that  in  the  mean  time 
none  would  wholly  lay  it  aside,  yet  promising  that  no  one 
should  be  molested  for  not  using  it  till  it  should  be  reviewed 
and  reformed.    With  regard  to  ceremonies,  he  declared  that 
none  should  be  compelled  to  receive  the  sacrament  kneeling, 
nor  to  use  the  cross  in  baptism,  nor  to  bow  at  the  name 
of  Jesus,  nor  to  wear   the   surplice,    except   in   the  royal 
dispel  and  in  cathedrals,  nor  should  subscription  to  articles 


*  Tbey  addressed  the  king  to  call  such    with    ooncerning    matters    of  religion, 
dirines  as  he  should  think  fit,  to  advise    July  20.  1660.     Journals  and  Pari.  Hist 

c   2 
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not  doctrinal  be  required.  He  'renewed  also  his  declaration 
from  Breda,  that  no  man  should  be  called  in  question  for 
differences  of  religious  opinion,  not  disturbing  the  peace  of 
the  kingdom.* 

Though  many  of  the  presbyterian  party  deemed  this  modi- 
fication of  Anglican  episcopacy  a  departure  from  their  notions 
of  an  apostolic  church,  and  inconsistent  with  their  covenant, 
the  majority  would  doubtless  have  acquiesced  in  so  extensive 
a  concession  from  the  ruling  power.  If  faithfully  executed, 
according  to  its  apparent  meaning,  it  does  not  seem  that  the 
declaration  falls  very  short  of  their  own  proposal,  the  scheme 
of  Usher.t  The  high  churchmen  indeed  would  have  mur- 
mured had  it  been  made  effectual.  But  such  as  were  nearest 
the  king's  councils  well  knew  that  nothing  else  was  intended 
by  it  than  to  scatter  dust  in  men's  eyes,  and  to  prevent  the  in- 
terference of  parliament.  This  was  soon  rendered  manifest, 
when  a  bill  to  render  the  king's  declaration  effectual  was 
vigorously  opposed  by  the  courtiers,  and  rejected  on  a  second 
reading  by  183  to  15J,t  Nothing  could  more  forcibly  de- 
monstrate an  intention  of  breaking  faith  with  the  presbyterians 
than  this  vote.  For  the  king's  declaration  was  repugnant  to 
the  act  of  uniformity  and  many  other  statutes,  so  that  it  could 

*  Pari.  Hist.      Neal,  Baxter,  Collier,  ters  to  the  bishops'  acts  was  not  promised 

&c.     Burnet   says   that   Clarendon  bad  by  the  declaration,  but  only  their  advice ; 

made  the  king  publish  this  declaration ;  a  distinction  apparently  not  very  material 

"  but  the  bishops  did  not  approve  of  this ;  in  practice,  but  bearing  perhaps  on  the 

and,  after  the  service  they  did  that  lord  in  great  point  of  controversy,  whether  the 

the  duke  of  York's  marriage,  he  would  difference  between  the  two  were  in  order 

not  put  any  hardship  on  those  who  had  or  in  degree.     The  king  would  not  come 

so  signally  obliged  him.'*     This  is  very  into  the  scheme  of  consent ;  though  they 

invidious.     I  know  no  evidence  that  the  pressed  him  with  a  passage  out  of  the 

declaration  was  published  at  Clarendon's  Icon  Basilike,  where  his  father  allowed  of 

suggestion,  except  indeed  that  he  was  the  it.     Life  of  Baxter,  276.     Some  alterm- 

great  adviser  of  the  crown ;  yet  in  some  tions  however  were  made  in  consequence 

things,  especially  of  this  nature,  the  king  of  their  suggestions, 
seems  to  have  acted  without  his  concur-         |  Pari.  Hist.  141. 152.  Clarendon,  76.9 

rence.   He  certainly  speaks  of  the  declar-  most  strangely  observes  on  this :  **  Some 

ation  as  if  he  did  not  wholly  relish  it,  of  the  leaders  brought  a  bill   into  the 

(Life,  75.)  and  does  not  state  it  fairly,  house  for  the  making  that  declaration  a 

In  State  Trials,  vi.  1 1.,  it  is  said  to  have  law,  which  was  suitable  to  their  other 

been  drawn  up  by  Morley  and  Hench-  acts  of  ingenuity  to  keep  the  church  for 

man  for  the  church,  Reynolds  and  Calamy  ever  under  the  same  indulgence  and  with- 

for  the  dissenters  ;  if  they  disagreed,  lords  out  any  settlement ;  which  being  quickly 

Anglesea  and  Hollis  to  decide.  perceived,  there  was  no  further  progress 

t  The  chief  objection   made  by  the  in  it."     The  bill  was  brought  in  by  sir 

presbyterians,  as   far  as  we  learn  from  Matthew  Hale. 
Baxter,  was,  that  the  consent  of  presby- 


Cha.  n.— 1660-73.]      FROM    HENRY  VH.    TO    GEORGE  II.        21 

not  be  carried  into  effect  without  the  authority  of  parliament, 
unless  by  means  of  such  a  general  dispensing  power  as  no 
parliament  would  endure.*  And  it  is  impossible  to  question 
that  a  bill  for  confirming  it  would  have  easily  passed  through 
this  house  of  commons,  had  it  not  been  for  the  resistance  of 
the  government. 

Charles  now  dissolved  the  convention  parliament,  having 
obtained  from  it  what  was  immediately  necessary, 
bat  well  aware  that  he  could  better  accomplish  Ins  p^iiiLmra? 
objects  witJi  another.t     It  was  studiously  inculcated 
by  the  royalist  lawyers,  that  as  this  assembly  had  not  been 
summoned  by  the  king's  writ,  none  of  its  acts  could  have  any 
real  validity,  except  by  the  confirmation  of  a  true  parliament,  t 

*  CMa,  who  of  course  tbink»  this  your  lordships  do  not  undervalue   this 

declaration    an    encroachment    on    the  love,'*&c.   Pari.  Hist.  iv.  170.]  — 1845. 
ehureh,   as  well   as   on    the   legislative         ^  Life  of  Clarendon,  74.      A  plausible 

pover,  says,   **  For  this   reason  it   was  and  somewhat  dangerous  attack  bad  been 

overlooked  at  the  assizes  and  sessions  in  made  on  the  authority  of  this  parliament 

several  places  in  the  country,  where  the  from  an  opposite  quarter,  in  a  pamphlet 

Assenting  ministers  were  indicted  for  not  written  by  one  Drake,  under  the  name 

conibnning  pursuant  to  the  laws  in  force.*'  of  Thomas  Philips,  entitled  "  The  Long 

P.  876.     Neal  confirms  this,  586. »  and  Parliament  Revived,"  and   intended   to 

Kennet*s  Register,  374.  prove  that  by  the  act  of  the  late  king, 

t  [After  (he  king  had  concluded  his  providing  that  they  should  not  be  dissolved 
own  speech  by  giving  the  royal  assent  to  but  by  the  concurrence  of  the  whole  legis- 
msny  bills  at  the  prorogation  of  the  lature,  they  were  still  in  existence ;  and 
eonventioo-parliament,  the  lord  chan-  that  the  king's  demise,  which  legally  puts 
oellor  Hyde  (not  then  a  peer)  requested  an  end  to  a  parliament,  could  not  afiect 
bis  majesty's  permission  to  address  the  one  that  was  declared  permanent  by  so 
two  houses.  His  speech  is  long  and  elo-  direct  an  enactment.  This  argument 
qnent,  expressive  of  nothing  but  satis-  seems  by  no  means  inconsiderable ;  but 
fiction,  and  recommending  harmony  to  the  times  were  not  such  as  to  admit  of 
all  classes.  One  passage  is  eloquent  technical  reasoning.  The  convention  par- 
enough  to  be  extracted  :  **  They  are  too  liament,  after  questioning  Drake,  finally 
mudi  in  love  with  England,  too  partial  sent  up  articles  of  impeachment  against 
to  it,  who  believe  it  the  best  country  in  him ;  but  the  lords,  after  hearing  him  in 
the  woild ;  there  is  a  better  earth,  and  a  his  defence,  when  he  confessed  his  &ult, 
better  air,  and  better,  that  is,  a  warmer  left  htm  to  be  prosecuted  by  the  attorney- 
sun  in  other  countries ;  but  we  are  no  general.  Nothing  more,  probably,  took 
more  than  just  when  we  say,  that  Eng-  place.  Pari.  Hist  145.  157.  Thb  was 
land  is  an  enclosure  of  the  best  people  in  in  November  and  December,  1660  ;  but 
the  world,  when  they  are  well  informed  Drake's  book  seems  still  to  have  been  in 
and  instructed  ;  a  people,  in  sobriety  of  considerable  circulation  ;  at  least  I  have 
conscience,  the  most  devoted  to  God  two  editions  of  it,  both  bearing  the  date 
Almighty;  in  the  integrity  of  their  af-  of  1661.  The  argument  it  contains  is 
iections,  the  roost  dutiful  to  the  king;  purely  legal ;  but  the  aim  must  have  been 
in  their  good  manners  and  inclinations,  to  serve  the  presbyterian  or  parliament 
most  regardful  and  loving  to  the  nobility ;  tarian  cause.  [The  next  parliament  never 
no  nobility  in  Europe  so  entirely  beloved  give  their  predecessors  any  other  name 
by  the  people ;  there  may  be  more  awe  in  the  Journals  than  "  the  last  as.^ 
and  fear  of  them,  but  no  such  respect  sembly.**} 
towards  them  as  in  England.     I  beseech 
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This  doctrine  being  applicable  to  the  act  of  indemnity  left  the 
kingdom  in  a  precarious  condition  till  an  undeniable  security 
could  be  obtained,  and  rendered  the  dissolution  almost  neces- 
sary. Another  parliament  was  called  of  very  different  com- 
position from  the  last.  Possession  and  the  standing  ordinances 
against  royalists  had  enabled  the  secluded  members  of  1648, 
that  is,  the  adherents  of  the  long  parliament,  to  stem  with 
some  degree  of  success  the  impetuous  tide  of  loyalty  in  the 
last  elections,  and  put  them  almost  upon  an  equality  with  the 
court.  But,  in  the  new  assembly,  cavaliers,  and  die  sons  of 
cavaliers,  entirely  predominated ;  the  great  families,  the 
ancient  gentry,  the  episcopal  clergy,  resumed  their  influence ; 
the  presbyterians  and  sectarians  feared  to  have  their  offences 
remembered  ;  so  that  we  may  rather  be  surprised  that  about 
fifty  or  sixty  who  had  belonged  to  the  opposite  side  found 
places  in  such  a  parliament,  than  that  its  general  complexion 
should  be  decidedly  royalist.  The  presbyterian  fttction  seemed 
to  lie  prostrate  at  the  feet  of  those  on  whom  they  had  so  long 
triumphed,  without  any  force  of  arms  or  civil  convulsion,  as 
if  the  king  had  been  brought  in  against  their  will.  Nor  did 
the  cavaliers  fail  to  treat  them  as  enemies  to  monarchy, 
though  it  was  notorious  that  the  restoration  was  chiefly  owing 
to  their  endeavours.* 

The  new  parliament  gave  the  first  proofs  of  their  disposition 

Different    hy  votiug  that  all  their  members  should  receive  the 

^S^^  sacrament  on  a  certain  day  according  to  the  rites  of 

pftriiament  ^^  church  of  England,  and  that  the  solemn  league 

and  covenant  should  be  burned  by  the  common  hangman.t 

They  excited  still  more  serious  alarm  by  an  evident  reluctance 

to  confirm  the  late  act  of  indemnity,  which  the  king  at  the 

opening  of  the   session  had   pressed   upon  their  attention. 

Those  who  had  suffered  the  sequestrations  and  other  losses 

*  Complaints  of  inkulta  on  the  presby*  secretary  of  state,  being  oae  of  the  teUers 

terian  clergy  were  made  to  the  late  par-  for  the  minority.     Monk,  I  believe,  to 

liameot  Pari.  Hist  160.  The  Anglicans  whom  Morice  owed  bis  elevation,  did 

inycighed  grossly  against  them  on  the  what  he  could  to  prevent  violent  measures 

score  of  their  past  conduct,  notwithstand-  against   the   presbyterians.      Alderman 

ing   the   act  of  indemnity.      Kennet*s  Ix>ve  was  suspended  from  sitting  in  the 

Roister,  156.  See^  as  a  specimen.  Souths  house  July  3.,  for  not  having  ti£en  the 

Sermons,  passim.  sacrament.     I  suppose  that  he  afterwards 

f  Journals,  1 7th  of  May,  1 66 1 .     The  conformed ;  for  he  became  an  active  mem- 
previous  question  was  moved  on  this  vote,  ber  of  the  opposition, 
but  lost  by   228   to   103;  Morice,  the 
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of  a  vanquished  party,  could  not  endure  to  abandon  what 
they  reckoned  a  just  reparation.  But  Clarendon  adhered 
with  equal  integrity  and  prudence  to  this  fundamental  prin- 
ciple of  the  restoration ;  and,  after  a  strong  message  from 
the  king  on  the  subject,  the  commons  were  content  to  let  the 
bill  pass  with  no  new  exceptions.*  They  gave  indeed  some 
relief  to  the  ruined  cavaliers^  by  voting  60,000/.  to  be  dis- 
tributed among  that  class  ;  but  so  inadequate  a  compensation 
did  not  assuage  their  discontents. 

It  has  been  mentioned  above,  that  the  late  house  of  com- 
mons had  consented  to  the  exception  of  Vane  and  condem. 
Lambert  from  indemnity  on  the  king's  promise  that  vanT  ^ 
diey  should  not  suffer  death.  They  had  lain  in  the  Tower 
accordingly,  without  being  brought  to  trial.  The  regicides 
who  had  come  in  under  the  prodamation  were  saved  from 
capital  punishment  by  the  former  act  of  indemnity.  But 
the  present  parliament  abhorred  this  lukewarm  lenity.  A  bill 
was  brought  in  for  the  execution  of  the  king's  judges  in  the 
Tower ;  and  the  attorney-general  was  requested  to  proceed 
against  Vane  and  Lambert.t     The  former  was  dropped  in 

*  Journals,  June  14,  &e.    Pttrl.  Hist  through  parlismeDt  a  bill  to  make  void 

S09.     Life  of  Clarendon,  71.     Burnet,  the  conveyances  of  some  manors  which 

S90.«    A   bill  discharging   the   loyalists  lord  Derby  had  voluntarily  sold  before 

inmi  all  interest  exceeding  three  per  cent,  the  restoration,  in  the  very  face  of  the  act 

OB  debts  contracted  before  the^wars  passed  of  indemnity,  and  against  all  lav  and  jus- 

the  commons ;  but  was  dropped  in  the  tice.  Clarendon,  who,  together  with  some 

other  house.      The  great  discontent  of  very  respectable   peers,    had   protested 

this  party  at  the  indemnity  continued  to  against  this  measure  in  the  upper  house, 

show  itself  in  subsequent  sessions.     Cla-  thought  it  his  duty  to  recommend  the 

reodon  mentions,  with  much  censure^  that  king  to  refuse  bis  assent.  Lords' Journals. 

many  private  bills  passed  about  1663,  Feb.  6.  and  May  14.  166S.     There  is  so 

annulling   conveyances   of  lands   made  much  to  blame  in  both  the  minister  and 

during  the  troubles,  pp.  162,  16S.     One  his  master,  that  it  is  but  &ir  to  give  them 

remarkable  instance  ought  to  be  noticed,  credit  for  that  which  the  pardonable  pre- 

as  having  been  greatly  misrepresented,  judices  of  the  family  interested  have  led 

At  the  earl  of  Darby's  seat  of  Knoweley  it  to  mis-state. 

in  Lancashire  a  tablet  is  placed,  to  com-  f  Commons*  Journals,  1st  July,  1661. 
mcmorate  the  ingratitude  of  Charles  II.  A  division  took  place,  November  26.,  on 
in  having  relbaed  the  royal  assent  to  a  bill  a  motion  to  lay  this  bill  aside,  in  con- 
which  bad  passed  both  houses  for  restor-  sideration  of  the  king's  proclamation ; 
ingthe  too  of  the  earl  of  Derby,  who  had  ^irhioh  was  lost  by  194  to  109:  lord 
lost  his  life  in  the  royid  canse,  to  his  Combury  (Clarendon's  son)  being  a  teller 
femily  estata.  This  has  been  so  oft«n  for  the  Noes.  The  bill  was  sent  up  to 
veprinted  by  toorielB  and  novelists,  that  it  the  lords  Jan«  27  1668.  See  also  Pari. 
passes  enrrently  far  a  just  reproach  on  the  Hist.  2 17. 225.  Some  of  their  proceed- 
king's  memory.  It  was,  however,  in  fact,  ings  trespassed  upon  the  executive  power, 
one  of  his  most  honourable  actions.  The  and  infringed  the  prerogative  they  labour- 
truth  is,  that  the  cavalier  fiiction  carried  ed  to  exalt.    But  long  interruption  of  the 
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the  house  of  lords ;  but  those  formidable  chiefs  of  the 
commonwealth  were  brought  to  trial.  Their  indictments 
alleged  as  overt  acts  of  high  treason  against  Charles  II. 
their  exercise  of  civil  and  military  functions  under  the  usurp- 
ing government ;  though  not,  as  far  as  appears,  expressly 
directed  against  the  king's  authority,  and  certainly  not  against 
his  person.  Under  such  an  accusation,  many  who  had  been 
the  most  earnest  in  the  king's  restoration  might  have  stood 
at  the  bar.  Thousands  might  apply  to  themselves,  in  the 
case  of  Vane,  the  beautiful  expression  of  Mrs.  Hutchinson, 
as  to  her  husband's  feelings  at  the  death  of  the  regicides, 
that  ^^  he  looked  on  himself  as  judged  in  their  judgment  and 
executed  in  their  execution."  The  stroke  fell  upon  one,  the 
reproach  upon  many. 

The  condemnation  of  sir  Henry  Vane  was  very  question- 
,...,.      able  even  according*  to  the  letter  of  the  law.     It 

lU  injustice.  O  ,  .    .  a  ii 

was  plainly  repugnant  to  its  spirit.  An  excellent 
statute  enacted  under  Henry  VI L,  and  deemed  by  some 
great  writers  to  be  only  declaratory  of  the  common  law,  but 
occasioned,  no  doubt,  by  some  harsh  judgments  of  treason 
which  had  been  pronounced  during  the  late  competition  of  the 
houses  of  York  and  Lancaster,  assured  a  perfect  indemnity 
to  all  persons  obeying  a  king  for  the  time  being,  however  defec- 
tive his  title  might  come  to  be  considered,  when  another  claim- 
ant should  gain  possession  of  the  throne.  It  established  the 
duty  of  allegiance  to  the  existing  government  upon  a  general 
principle ;  but  in  its  terms  it  certainly  presumed  that  govern- 
ment to  be  a  monarchy.  This  furnished  the  judges  upon  the 
trial  of  Vane  with  a  distinction,  of  which  they  willingly 
availed  themselves.  They  proceeded  however  beyond  all 
bounds  of  constitutional  precedents  and  of  common  sense, 
when  they  determined  that  Charles  the  Second  had  been  king 

due  courae  of  the  constitution  hod  made  previously   remoyed  from   Westminster 

its  boundaries  indistinct.     Thus,  in  the  Abbey,  and  "  cast  together  into  a  pit  at 

convention    parliament,    the    bodies    of  the  back  door  of  the  prebendaries  lodg- 

Cromwell,  Bradshaw,  Ireton,  and  others,  ings.^     The  body  of  Blake  was  the  same 

were  ordered,  Dec.  4.,  on  the  motion  of  day,  Sept.  12. 1660,  taken  up  and  *<  buried 

colonel  Titus,  to  be  disinterred,  and  hanged  in  St  Margaret's  church-yard.**     It  mp- 

on  a  gibbet     The  lords  concurred  in  this  pears  to  have  been  done  by  an  order  of 

order ;  but  the  mode  of  address  to  the  the  king  to  the  dean  of  Westminster, 

king  would   have  been   more   regular.  Kennet's  Register,  p.  536. 
Pari.  Hist  151.    [These  bodies  had  been 
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de  facto  as  well  as  de  jure  from  the  moment  of  his  father's 
death,  though,  in  the  words  of  their  senseless  sophistry, 
**  kept  out  of  the  exercise  of  his  royal  authority  by  traitors 
and  rebels."  He  had  indeed  assumed  the  title  during  his 
exile,  and  had  granted  letters  patent  for  different  purposes, 
which  it  was  thought  proper  to  hold  good  after  his  restor- 
ation ;  thus  presenting  the  strange  anomaly,  and  as  it  were 
contradiction  in  terms,  of  a  king  who  began  to  govern  in 
the  twelfth  year  of  his  reign.  But  this  bad  not  been  the 
usage  of  former  times.  Edward  IV.,  Richard  III^  Henry 
VII.,  had  dated  their  instruments  either  from  their  proclama- 
tion, or  at  least  from  some  act  of  possession.  The  question 
was  not  whether  a  right  to  the  crown  descended  according  to 
the  laws  of  inheritance ;  but  whether  such  a  right,  divested 
of  possession,  could  challenge  allegiance  as  a  bounden  duty  by 
the  law  of  England.  This  is  expressly  determined  in  the 
negative  by  lord  Coke  in  his  third  Institute,  who  maintains 
a  king  ^*  that  hath  right,  and  is  out  of  possession,"  not  to 
be  within  the  statute  of  treasons.  He  asserts  also  that  a 
pardon  granted  by  him  would  be  void  ;  which  by  parity  of 
reasoning  must  extend  to  all  his  patents.*  We  may  con- 
sider therefore  the  execution  of  Vane  as  one  of  the  most 
reprehensible  actions  of  this  bad  reign.  It  not  only  vio- 
lated the  assurance  of  indenmity,  but  introduced  a  principle 
of  sanguinary  proscription,  which  would  render  the  return 
of  what  is  called  legitimate  government,  under  any  circum- 
stances, an  intolerable  curse  to  a  nation.t 

The  king  violated  his  promise  by  the  execution  of  Vane, 
as  much  as  the  judges  strained  the  law  by  his  conviction. 
He  had  assured  the  last  parliament,  in  answer  to  their  ad- 
dress, that  if  Vane  and  Lambert  should  be  attainted  by  law 
he  would  not  suffer  the  sentence  to  be  executed.  Though 
the  present  parliament  had  urged  the  attorney-general  to 
bring  these  delinquents  to  trial,  they  had  never,  by  an  ad- 
dress to  the  king,  given  him  a  colour  for  retracting  his 
promise  of  mercy.     It  is  worthy  of  notice  that  Qarendon 

*  3  Inst  7.  This  appemn  to  haTe  been  t  Foster,   in  his  Diseourse  on  High 

held  in  Bagot's  case,  9  Edw.  4.    See  also  Treason,    evidently   intimates    that    be 

Higden's  View  of  the  English  Constitu-  thought  the  conviction  of  Vane  unjustl- 

tion,  1 709.  liable. 
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does  not  say  a  syllable  about  Vane's  trial ;  which  affords  a 
strong  presumption  that  he  thought  it  a  breach  of  the  act  of 
indemnity.  But  we  have  on  record  a  remarkable  letter  of 
the  king  to  his  minister,  wherein  he  expresses  his  resentment 
at  Vane's  bold  demeanour  during  his  trial,  and  intimates  a 
wish  for  his  death,  though  with  some  doubts  whether  it  could 
be  honourably  done.*  Doubts  of  such  a  nature  never  lasted 
long  with  this  prince ;  and  Vane  suffered  the  week  after. 
Lambert,  whose  submissive  behaviour  had  furnished  a  con* 
trast  with  that  of  Vane,  was  sent  to  Guernsey ;  and  remained 
a  prisoner  for  thirty  years.  The  royalists  have  spoken  of 
Vane  with  extreme  dislike ;  yet  it  should  be  remembered 
that  he  was  not  only  incorrupt,  but  disinterested,  inflexible 
in  conforming  his  public  conduct  to  his  principles,  and  averse 
to  every  sanguinary  or  oppressive  measure  :  qualities  not  very 
common  in  revolutionary  chiefs,  and  which  honourably  tfis- 
tinguished  him  from  the  Lamberts  and  Haslerigs  of  his 
party.t 

No  time  was  lost,  as  might  be  expected  from  the  temper 

Act.  rcpiac-  <^f  thc  commous,  in  replacing  the  throne  on  its  con- 

cro^'in  its  stitutional  basis  after  the  rude  encroachments  of  the 

prerogauvM  ^^^  parliament.     They  declared  that  there  was  no 

legislative  power  in  either  or  both  houses  without  the  king ; 

that  the  league  and  covenant  was  unlawfully  imposed ;  that 

the  sole  supreme  command  of  the  militia,  and  of  all  forces 

by  sea  and  land,  had  ever  been  by  the  laws  of  England  the 

undoubted  right  of  the  crown ;  that  neither  house  of  parlia- 

liament  could  pretend  to  it,  nor  could  lawfully  levy  any  war 

offensive  or  defensive  against  his  migesty.  t    These  last  words 

*  *<  The  relation  that  has  been  made  to  Clarendon^s  hand,   **  The  king,  June  7. 
mc  of  Sir  H.  Vane's  carriage  yesterday  in  1662.**      Vane  was  beheaded  June  14. 
the  Hall  is  the  occasion  of  this  letter,  Burnet  (note  in  Oxford  edition),  p.  154. 
which,  if  I  am  'rightly  informed,  was  so  Harris's  Lives,  v.  S2. 
insolent,  as  to  justify  all  he  had  done;  f  Vane  gave  up  the  profits  of  his  place 
acknowledging  no   supreme   power   in  as  treasurer  of  the  navy,  which,  aecordtDg 
England  but   a  parliament,  and  many  to  bis  patent,  would  have  amounted  to 
things  to  that  purpose.    You  have  had  a  30,000/.  per  annum,  if  we  may  rely  on 
true  account  of  all ;  and  if  he  has  given  Harris's  Life  of  Cromwell,  p.  960. 
new  occasion  to  be  hanged,  certainly  he  |  IS  Car.  2.  c  I.  &  6.     A  bill  for  set- 
is  too  dangerous  a  man  to  let  live,  if  we  tling  the  militia  had  been  much  oppoeed 
can  honestly  put  him  out  of  the  way.  in  the  convention  parliament,  as  tending 
Think  of  this,  and  give  me  some  account  to  bring  in  martial  law.     Pari.  Hist  it. 
of  it  to-morrow ;  till  when,  I  have  no  more  1 45.     It  seems  to  have  dropped, 
to  say  to  you.     C."     Indorsed  in  lord 
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iqppeared  to  go  to  a  dangerous  length,  and  to  sanction  the 
suicidal  doc^ne  of  absolute  non-resistance.  They  made  the 
law  of  high  treason  more  strict  during  the  king's  life  in  pur- 
suance of  a  precedent  in  the  reign  of  Elizabeth.*  They  re- 
stored the  bishops  to  their  seats  in  the  house  of  lords ;  a  step 
which  die  last  parliament  would  never  have  been  induced  to 
take,  but  which  met  with  little  opposition  from  the  present.t 
The  violence  that  had  attended  their  exclusion  seemed  a  suffi- 
dent  motive  for  rescinding  a  statute  so  improperly  obtainedi 
even  if  the  policy  of  maintaining  the  spiritual  peers  were 
somewhat  doubtful.  The  remembrance  of  those  tumultuous 
assemblages  which  had  overawed  their  predecessors  in  the 
winter  of  1641,  and  at  other  times,  produced  a  law  against 
disorderly  petitions.  This  statute  provides  that  no  petition 
or  address  shall  be  presented  to  the  king  or  either  house  of 
parliament  by  more  than  ten  persons ;  nor  shall  any  one  pro- 
cure above  twenty  persons  to  consent  or  set  their  hands  to 
any  petition  for  alteration  of  matters  established  by  law  in 
ijiurch  or  state,  unless  with  the  previous  order  of  three  jus- 
tices of  the  county,  or  the  mi^or  part  of  the  grand  jury.  :|: 

Thus  far  the  new  parliament  might  be  said  to  have  acted 
chiefly  on  a  principle  of  repairing  the  breaches  re-  corporauon 
oendy  made  in  our  constitution,  and  of  re*establish-  *^ 
ing  die  just  boundaries  of  the  executive  power ;  nor  would 
much  objection  have  been  ofiered  to  their  measures,  had  they 
gone  no  farther  in  the  same  course.  The  act  for  regulating 
corporations  is  much  more  questionable,  and  displayed  a 
determination  to  exclude  a  considerable  portion  of  the  com- 
munity from  their  civil  rights.  It  enjoined  all  magistrates 
and  persons  bearing  offices  of  trust  in  corporations  to  swear 
that  they  believed  it  unlawful,  on  any  pretence  whatever,  to 
take  arms  against  the  king,  and  that  they  abhorred  the 
traitorous  position  of  bearing  arms  by  his  authority  against 
his  person,  or  against  those  that  are  commissioned  by  him. 
They  were  also  to  renounce  all  obligation  arising  out  of 
the  oath  called  the  solemn  league  and  covenant ;  in  case  of 

•  C.  I.  party,  who  thought  the  bishops  would 

f  C.  3.     Hie  only  opposition  made  to  not  be  brought  into  a  tolention  of  their 

this  WW  in  the  house  of  lords  by  the  earl  religion.     Life  of  Clarendon,  p.  138. 

of  Bristol  and  some  of  the  Roman  eatholie  f  C.  5. 
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refusal,  to  be  immediately  removed  from  office.  Those 
elected  in  future  were,  in  addition  to  the  same  oaths,  to  have 
received  the  sacrament  within  one  year  before  their  election 
according  to  the  rites  of  the  English  church.*  These  pro- 
visions struck  at  the  heart  of  the  presbjrterian  party,  whose 
strength  lay  in  the  little  oligarchies  of  corporate  towns,  which 
directly  or  indirectly  returned  to  parliament  a  very  large 
proportion  of  its  members.  Yet  it  rarely  happens  that  a 
political  faction  is  crushed  by  the  terrors  of  an  oath.  Many 
of  the  more  rigid  presbyterians  refused  the  conditions  im- 
posed by  this  act ;  but  the  nmjority  found  pretexts  for  quali- 
fying themselves. 

It  could  not  yet  be  said  that  this  loyal  assembly  had  med- 
Repeaiorthe  died  with  thosc  Safeguards  of  public  liberty  which 
triennial  act  y^^^  bceu  crectcd  by  their  great  predecessors  in  1641. 
The  laws  that  Falkland  and  Hampden  had  combined  to  pro- 
vide, those  bulwarks  against  the  ancient  exorbitance  of  pre- 
rogative, stood  unscathed;  threatened  from  afar,  but  not  yet 
betrayed  by  the  garrison.  But  one  of  these,  the  bill  for 
triennial  parliaments,  wounded  the  pride  of  royalty,  and 
gave  scandal  to  his  worshippers ;  not  so  much  on  account  of 
its  object,  as  of  the  securities  provided  against  its  violation. 
If  the  king  did  not  summon  a  fresh  parliament  within  three 
years,  after  a  dissolution,  the  peers  were  to  meet  and  issue 
writs  of  their  own  accord ;  if  they  did  not  within  a  certain 
time  perform  this  duty,  the  sherifis  of  every  county  were  to 
take  it  on  themselves;  and,  in  default  of  all  constituted 
authorities,  the  electors  might  assemble  without  any  regular 
summons  to  choose  representatives.  It  was  manifest  that  the 
king  must  have  taken  a  fixed  resolution  to  trample  on  a 
fundamental  law,  before  these  irregular  tumultuous  modes  of 
redress  could  be  called  into  action ;  and  that  the  existence  of 
such  provisions  could  not  in  any  degree  weaken  or  endanger 
the  legal  and  limited  monarchy.    But  the  doctrine  of  passive 


*  13  Car.  2.  sess.  2.  c.  1.    This  bill  did  Prynne  was  afterwards  reprimanded  by 

not  pass  without  a  strongopposition  in  the  the  speaker  for  publishing  a  pamphlet 

commons.     It  was  carried  at  last  by  188  against  this  act,  July  15. ;  but  his  courage 

to  77,  Journals,  July  5. ;  but  on  a  pre-  had  now  forsaken  him ;  and  be  made  a 

vious  division   for   its  commitment  the  submissive  apology,  though  the  censure 

numbers  were   1 85  to  1 36«     June  20.  was  pronounced  in  a  very  harsh  manner. 
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obedience  had  now  crept  from  the  homilies  into  the  statute- 
book  ;  the  parliament  had  not  scrupled  to  declare  the  unlaw- 
fulness of  defensive  war  against  the  king's  person ;  and  it 
was  but  one  step  more  to  take  away  all  direct  means  of 
counteracting  his  pleasure.  Bills  were  accordingly  more 
than  once  ordered  to  be  brought  in  for  repealing  the  trien- 
nial act;  but  no  further  steps  were  taken  till  the  king 
diought  it  at  length  necessary  in  the  year  1664  to  give  them 
an  intimation  of  his  desires.*  A  vague  notion  had  partially 
gained  ground  that  no  parliament,  by  virtue  of  that  bill, 
could  sit  for  more  than  three  years.  In  allusion  to  this,  he 
told  them,  on  opening  the  session  of  1664,  that  he  ''had 
often  read  over  that  biD  ;  and,  though  there  was  no  colour 
for  the  fancy  of  the  determination  of  the  parliament,  yet  he 
would  not  deny  that  he  had  always  expected  them  to  consider 
the  wonderfxd  clauses  in  that  bill,  which  passed  in  a  time 
very  uncareful  for  the  dignity  of  the  crown  or  the  security 
of  the  people.  He  requested  them  to  look  again  at  it.  For 
himself,  he  loved  parliaments ;  he  was  much  beholden  to 
them ;  he  did  not  think  the  crown  could  ever  be  happy  with- 
out frequent  parliaments ;  but  assure  yourselves,''  he  con- 
cluded, ''if  I  should  think  otherwise,  I  would  never  suffer  a 
parliament  to  come  together  by  the  means  prescribed  by  that 
bin."t 

So  audacious  a  declaration,  equivalent  to  an  avowed 
design,  in  certain  circumstances,  of  preventing  the  execution 
of  the  laws  by  force  of  arms,  was  never  before  heard  from 
the  lips  of  an  English  king ;  and  would  in  any  other  times 
have  awakened  a  storm  of  indignation  from  the  commons. 
They  were  however  sufficiently  compliant  to  pass  a  bill  for 
die  repeal  of  that  which  had  been  enacted  with  unanimous 
consent  in  1641,  and  had  been  hailed  as  the  great  palladium 
of  constitutional  monarchy.  The  preamble  recites  the  said  act 
to  have  been  "  in  derogation  of  his  majesty's  just  rights  and 
prerogative  inherent  in  the  imperial  crown  of  this  realm  for 
the  oiUing  and  assembling  of  parliaments."    The  bill  then 


*  Journals*  Sd    April,     1662;    10th     Tery  uqjustly  of  the  triennial  act,  ibrget- 
Ifaidi,   1663.  ting  that  be  had  himself  concurred  in  it. 

f  Pkurl.  Hist.  S89.     CUrendon  tpeaka    P,  8S1. 
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repeals  and  annuls  every  clause  and  article  in  the  fullest 
manner  ;  yet,  with  an  inconsistency  not  unusual  in  our  star 
tutesy  adds  a  provision  that  parliamente  shall  not  in  future  be 
intermitted  for  above  three  years  at  the  most.  This  clause 
is  evidently  framed  in  a  different  spirit  from  the  original  bill, 
and  may  be  attributed  to  the  influence  of  that  part^  in  the 
house,  which  had  begun  to  oppose  the  court,  and  already 
showed  itself  in  considerable  strength.*  Thus  the  effect  of 
this  compromise  was,  that  the  law  of  the  long  parliament 
subsisted  as  to  its  principle,  without  those  unusual  clauses 
which  had  been  enacted  to  render  its  observance  secure.  The 
king  assured  them,  in  giving  his  assent  to  the  repeal,  that  he 
would  not  be  a  day  more  without  a  parliament  on  that  ac- 
count. But  the  necessity  of  those  securities,  and  the  mis- 
chiefs of  that  fake  and  servile  loyalty  which  abrogated  than, 
became  manifest  at  the  close  of  the  present  reign ;  nearly  four 
years  having  elapsed  between  the  dissolution  of  Charles's  last 
parliament  and  his  death. 

.  Clarendon,  the  principal  adviser^  as  yet,  of  the  king  since 
his  restoration  (for  Southampton  radier  gave  reputation  to 
the  administration  than  took  that  superior  influence  which 
belonged  to  his  place  of  treasurer),  has  thought  fit  to 
stigmatiase  the  triennial  bitt  with  the  ejnthet  of  infiimous. 
So  wholly  had  he  divested  himself  of  the  sentiments  he 
entertained  at  the  beginning  of  the  long  parliament,  that  he 
sought  nothing  more  ardently  than  to  place  the  crown  again 
in  a  condition  to  run  into  those  abuses  and  excesses,  against 
which  he  had  once  so  mudt  inveighed.  **He  did  never 
dissemble,''  he  says,  *^  from  the  time  of  his  return  widi  the 
king,  that  the  late  rebellion  could  never  be  extirpated  and 
pulled  up  by  the  roots  till  the  king^s  regal  and  inherent 
power  and  prerogative  should  be  fully  avowed  and  vindicated, 
and  till  the  usurpations  in  both  houses  of  parliament,  nnce 
the  year  1640,  were  disclaimed  and  made  odious ;.  and 
many  other  excesses,  which  had  been  affected  by  both  before 
that  time  under  the  name  of  privileges,  dbould  be  restrained 

*  16  Car.  2.  c  1.      We  find  by  the  points,  yet  probably  springing  firom  an 

Journals  that  some  diTisions  took  place  opposition  to  its  principle.     Mardi  88. 

during  the   passage    of  this   bill,   and  1664.     There  was  by  this  time  a  vagular 

though,  as  fiir  as  appears,  on  subordinate  party  formed  against  the  oMirt 
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CT  explained.  For  all  which  riofonnation  the  kingdom  in 
g^ieral  was  very  well  disposed,  when  it  pleased  God  to 
restore  the  king  to  it.  The  present  parliament  had  done 
much,  and  would  willingly  have  prosecuted  the  same  method^ 
if  tfaey  had  had  the  same  advice  and  encouragement,''*  I 
can  only  understand  these  words  co  mean  that  they  might 
have  been  led  to  repeal  other  statutes  of  the  long  parliament, 
besides  the  triennial  act,  and  that  excluding  the  bishops  from 
the  house  of  peers ;  but  more  especially,  to  have  restored 
the  two  great  levers  of  prerogative,  the  courts  of  star-chamber 
and  high-commissiim.  This  would  indeed  have  pulled  up  by 
the  roots  the  work  of  the  long  parliam^it^  which,  in  spite  of 
such  general  reproach,  still  continued  to  shackle  the  revived 
noonarchy.  There  had  been  some  serious  attempts  at  this  in 
the  house  of  lords  daring  the  session  of  IdGl^k.  We  read 
in  the  Journals  t  that  a  committee  was  appointed  to  prepare 
a  bm  for  repealing  all  acts  made  in  the  parliament  begun  the 
Sd  day  of  November,  1640,  and  for  re-enacting  such  of  them 
as  should  be  thought  fit.  This  committee  some  time  after! 
reported  their  opinion,  *^  that  it  was  fit  for  the  good  of  the 
nation,  that  there  be  a  court  of  like  nature  to  the  late  court 
called  the  star-chamber ;  but  desired  the  advice  and  direc- 
tions of  the  house  in  these  particulars  following:  Who 
should  be  judges  ?  What  matters  should  they  be  judges  of  ? 
By  what  manner  of  proceedings  should  they  act  ? ''  The 
house,  it  is  added,  thought  it  not  fit  to  give  any 
particular  directions  therein,  but  left  it  to  the  com-  bcr  nV^' 
mittee  to  proceed  as  they  woijild.  It  does  not  appear 
that  any  thing  farther  was  done  in  this  session ;  but  we  find 
the  bill  of  repeal  revived  next  year.  §  It  is  however  only 
once  mentioned.  Perhaps  it  may  be  questionable  whether, 
even  amidst  the  fervid  loyalty  of  1661,  the  house  of  com«> 
mons  would  have  concurred  in  re-establishing  the  star-cham- 
ber. They  had  taken  marked  precautions  in  passing  an  act 
for  the  restoration  of  ecclesiastical  jurisdiction,  that  it  should 
not  be  construed  to  restore  the  hi^h  commission  court,  or  to 
give  validity  to  the  canons  of  lo40,  or  to  enlarge  in  any 

•  p.  383.  i  ^^^  ^^^' 

f  Lords*  Journals,  2Sd  and  24th  Jan.  §  19th  March,  1663. 
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manner  the  ancient  authority  of  the  church.*  A  tribunal 
still  more  formidable  and  obnoxious  would  hardly  have  found 
favour  with  a  body  of  men,  who,  as  their  behaviour  shortly 
demonstrated,  might  rather  be  taxed  with  passion  and 
vindictiveness  towards  a  hostile  faction,  than  a  deliberate 
willingness  to  abandon  their  English  rights  and  privileges. 

The  striking  characteristic  of  this  parliament  was  a  zealous 
and  intolerant  attachment  to  the  established  church,  not  losing 
an  atom  of  their  aversion  to  popery  in  their  abhorrence 
of  protestant  dissent.  In  every  former  parliament  since  the 
reformation,  the  country  party  (if  I  may  use  such  a  word, 
by  anticipation,  for  those  gentlemen  of  landed  estates  who 
owed  their  seats  to  their  provincial  importance,  as  distin- 
guished from  courtiers,  lawyers,  and  dependents  on  the 
nobility,)  had  incurred  with  rigid  churchmen  the  reproach  of 
puritanical  affections.  They  were  implacable  against  popery, 
but  disposed  to  far  more  indulgence  with  respect  to  non- 
conformity, than  the  very  different  maxims  of  Elizabeth  and 
her  successors  would  permit.  Yet  it  is  obvious  that  the 
puritan  commons  of  James  I.  and  the  high-church  commons 
of  Charles  II.  were  composed,  in  a  great  measure,  of  the 
same  families,  and  entirely  of  the  same  classes.  But,  as  the 
arrogance  of  the  prelates  had  excited  indignation,  and  the 
sufferings  of  the  scrupulous  clergy  begotten  sympathy  in  one 
age,  so  the  reversed  scenes  of  the  last  twenty  years  had 
given  to  the  former,  or  their  adherents,  the  advantage  of 
enduring  oppression  with  humility  and  fortitude,  and  dis- 
played in  the  latter,  or  at  least  many  of  their  number,  those 
odious  and  malevolent  qualities  which  adversity  had  either 
concealed  or  rendered  less  dangerous.  The  gentry,  connected 
for  the  most  part  by  birth  or  education  with  the  episcopal 
clergy,  could  not  for  an  instant  hesitate  between  the  ancient 
establishment,  and  one  composed  of  men  whose  eloquence  in 
preaching  was  chiefly  directed  towards  the  common  people, 
and  pre-supposed  a  degree  of  enthusiasm  in  the  hearer 
which  the  higher  classes  rarely  possessed.  They  dreaded 
the  wilder  sectaries,  foes  to  property,  or  at  least  to  its 
political  influence,  as  much  as  to  the  regal  constitution  ;  and 

*  IS  Car.  S.  c.  19. 
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not  unnaturally,  though  without  perfect  fairness,  confounded 
the  presbyterian  or  moderate  non-conformist  in  the  motley 
crowd  of  fanatics,  to  many  of  whose  tenets  he  at  least  more 
approximated  than  the  church  of  England  minister. 

There  is  every  reason  to  presume,  as  I  have  already  re- 
marked, that  the  king  had  no  intention  but  to  deceive  presby. 
the  presbyterians  and  their  friends  in  the  convention  ^^Sth/lhe 
parliament  by  his  declaration  of  October,  I66O.*  "*** 
He  proceeded,  after  the  dissolution  of  that  assembly,  to  fill 
up  the  number  of  bishops,  who  had  been  reduced  to  nine,  but 
with  no  further  mention  of  suffragans,  or  of  the  council  of 
presbyters,  which  had  been  announced  in  that  declaration.t 
It  does  indeed  appear  highly  probable  that  the  scheme  of 
Usher  would  have  been  found  inconvenient  and  even  imprac- 
ticable ;  and  reflecting  men  would  perhaps  be  apt  to  say  that 
the  usage  of  primitive  antiquity,  upon  which  all  parties  laid 
so  much  stress,  was  rather  a  presumptive  argument  against 

*  Clarendon,  in  bis  Life,  p.  149.,  lays  Urity  of  the  bishops,  though  himself  an 

that  the  king  **  had  received  the  presby-  episcopalian  even  before  the  restoration, 

terian  ministers  with  grace ;  and  did  be-  **  The  clergy  are  so  high  that  all  people 

liere  that  he  should  work  upon  them  by  I   meet   with   do  protest  against   their 

persuasions,  having  been  well  acquainted  practice.**     August  SI.    1660.     '*  I  am 

with  their  common  arguments  by  the  con-  convinced  in  my  judgment  that  the  pre- 

versation  he  had  had  In  Scotland,  and  wag  sent  clergy  will  never  heartily  go  down 

verjf  able  to  confute  ihem,^     This  is  one  of  with  the  generality  of  the  commons  of 

the  strange  absurdities  into  which  Cla-  England;  they  have   been   so   used    to 

rendoo's  prfjudiees  hurry  him  in  almost  liberty  and  freedom,  and  they  are  so  ac- 

every  page  of  his  writings,   and  more  quainted  with  the  pride  and  debauchery 

especially  in   this    continuation   of   his  of  the  present  clergy.     He  [Mr.  Black. 

Life.    Charles,  as  bis  minister  well  knew,  bum,  a   non-conformist]    did  give  me 

could  not  read  a  common  Latin  book,  many  stories  of  the  affronts  which  the 

(Clarendon  State  Papers,  iii.  567.)  and  clergy  receive  in  all  parts  of  England 

bad  no  manner  of  acquaintance  with  the-  from  the  gentry  and  ordinary  persons  of 

ological  learning,  unless  the  popular  ar-  the  parish.**     November  9.  1 663.     The 

gumcnt  in  favour  of  popery  is  so  to  be  opposite  party  had  recourse  to  the  old 

called  ;  yet  he  was  very  able  to  confute  weapons  of  pious  fraud.     I  have  a  tract 

men  who  had  passed  their  lives  in  study,  containing  twenty-seven  instances  of  re- 

OD  a   subject  involving  a  considerable  markable  judgments,  all  between  June^ 

knowledge  of  Scripture  and   the  early  1660,  and  April,  1661,  which  befell  di- 

writers  in  their  original  languages.  vers  persons  for   reading   the  common 

f  Clarendon  admits  that   this  could  prayer  or  reviling  godly  ministers.    This' 

not  have  been  done  till  the  former  par-  is  entitled  Annus  Mirabilis  ;  and,  besides 

liament  was  dissolved.  97.      This  means,  the  above  twenty-seven,  attests  so  many 

of  eourse,  on  the  supposition  that  the  prodigies,  that  the  name  is  by  no  means 

king's  word  was  to  be  broken.  "  The  ma-  misapplied.      The   bishops   made   large 

lignity  towards  the   church,**    he  says,  fortunes  by  filling  up  leases.     Burnet, 

*' seemed  increasing,  and  to  be  greater  260.     And   Clarendon  admits  them  to 

than  at   the   coming   in  of  the   king.**  have  been  too  rapacious,  though  he  tries 

Pepys,  in  his  Diary,  has  several  shwp  to  extenuate.     P.  48. 
remarlES  on  the  misoonduet  and  unpopu- 

VOL.  IL  D 
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the  adoption  of  any  system  of  church-government,  in  circum- 
stances so  widely  different,  than  in  favour  of  it.  But  incon- 
venient and  impracticable  provisions  carry  with  them  their 
own  remedy;  and  the  king  might  have  respected  his  own 
word,  and  the  wishes  of  a  large  part  of  the  church,  without 
any  formidable  danger  to  episcopal  authority.  It  would  have 
been,  however,  too  flagrant  a  breach  of  promise  (and  yet 
hardly  greater  than  that  just  mentioned)  if  some  show  had 
not  been  made  of  desiring  a  reconciliation  on  the  subordinate 
Savoy  con.  details  of  rcligious  ceremonies  and  the  Uturgy.  This 
ference.  pfoduccd  a  couferenco  held  at  the  Savoy,  in  May, 
1661,  between  twenty-one  Anglican  and  as  many  presby- 
terian  divines  :  the  latter  were  called  upon  to  propose  their 
objections  ;  it  being  the  part  of  the  others  to  defend.  They 
brought  forward  so  long  a  list  as  seemed  to  raise  little  hope 
of  agreement.  Some  of  these  objections  to  the  service,  as 
may  be  imagined,  were  rather  captious  and  hypercritical ; 
yet  in  many  cases  they  pointed  out  real  defects.  As  to  cere- 
monies, they  dwelt  on  the  same  scruples  as  had  from  the 
beginning  of  Elizabeth's  reign  produced  so  unhappy  a  dis- 
cordance, and  had  become  inveterate  by  so  much  persecution. 
The  conference  was  managed  with  great  mutwJ  bitterness 
and  recrimination ;  the  one  party  stimulated  by  vindictive 
hatred  and  the  natural  arrogance  of  power;  the  other 
irritated  by  the  manifest  design  of  breaking  the  king's  faith, 
and  probably  by  a  sense  of  their  own  improvidence  in  ruin- 
ing themselves  by  his  restoration.  The  chief  blame,  it 
cannot  be  dissembled,  ought  to  fall  on  the  churchmen.  An 
opportunity  was  afforded  of  healing,  in  a  very  great  measure, 
that  schism  and  separation  which,  if  they  are  to  be  believed, 
is  one  of  the  worst  evils  that  can  befall  a  Christian  com- 
munity. They  had  it  in  their  power  to  retain,  or  to  expel,  a 
vast  number  of  worthy  and  laborious  ministers  of  the  gospel, 
with  whom  they  had,  in  their  own  estimation,  no  essential 
ground  of  difference.  They  knew  the  king,  and  consequently 
themselves,  to  have  been  restored  with  (I  might  almost  say 
by)  the  strenuous  co-operation  of  those  very  men  who  were 
now  at  their  mercy.  To  judge  by  the  rules  of  moral  wisdom, 
or  of  the  spirit  of  Christianity,  (to  which,  notwithstanding 
what  might  be  satirically  said  of  experience,  it  is  difficult  not 
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to  think  we  have  a  right  to  expect  that  a  body  of  eccle- 
siastics should  pay  some  attention,)  there  can  be  no  justifica- 
tion for  the  Anglican  party  on  this  occasion.  They  have 
certainly  one  apology,  the  best  very  frequently  that  can  be 
offered  for  human  infirmity;  they  had  sustained  a  long  and 
unjust  exclusion  from  the  emoluments  of  their  profession, 
which  begot  a  natural  dislike  towards  the  members  of  the 
sect  that  had  profited  at  their  expense,  though  not,  in  ge- 
neral, personally  responsible  for  their  misfortunes.* 

The  Savoy  conference  broke  up  in  anger,  each  party  more 
exasperated  and  more  irreconcilable  than  before.  This  indeed 
has  been  the  usual  consequence  of  attempts  to  brinir  men  to 
an  understanding  on  re%iou8  di^renoes  by  explanation  or 
compromise.  The  public  was  apt  to  expect  too  much  from 
these  discussions ;  unwilling  to  believe  either  that  those  who 
have  a  reputation  for  piety  can  be  wanting  in  desire  to  find 
the  truth,  or  that  those  who  are  esteemed  for  ability  can  miss 
it.  And  this  expectation  is  heightened  by  the  language  rather 
too  strongly  held  by  moderate  and  peaceable  divines,  that 
little  more  is  required  than  an  understanding  of  each  others' 
meaning,  to  unite  conflicting  sects  in  a  common  faith.  But 
as  it  generally  happens  that  the  disputes  of  theologians,  though 
fieur  from  being  so  important  as  they  appear  to  the  narrow 
prejudices  and  heated  passions  of  the  combatants,  are  not 
wl^Uy  nominal,  or  capable  of  being  reduced  to  a  common 

*  The  fullest  account  of  this  confer-  serve  to  display  the  spirit  with  which  the 
enoe,  and  of  all  that  passed  as  to  the  com-  Anglicans  came  to  the  conference.  Upon 
prehennon  of  the  presbyterians,  is  to  be  Baxter's  saying  that  their  proceedings 
read  in  Baxter,  whom  Neal  has  abridged,  would  alienate  a  great  part  of  the  nation. 
Some  allowance  must,  of  course,  be  made  Steame,  bishop  of  Carlisle,  observed  to 
tior  the  resentment  of  Baxter ;  but  his  his  associates :  **  He  will  not  say  Aiii^- 
known  integrity  makes  it  impossible  to  dom,  lest  be  should  acknowledges  king. '^ 
discredit  the  main  part  of  his  narration.  Baxter,  p.  SS8.  This  was  a  very  raalig- 
Nor  is  it  necessary  to  rest  on  the  evidence  nant  reflection  on  a  man  who  was  well 
of  those  who  may  be  supposed  to  have  known  never  to  have  been  of  the  repub- 
tbe  prejudices  of  dissenters.  For  bishop  lican  party.  It  is  true  that  Baxter  seems 
Burnet  admits  that  all  the  concern  which  to  have  thought,  in. 1659,  that  Richard 
■eemed  to  employ  the  prelates'  miods,  Cromwell  would  have  served  the  turn 
was  not  only  to  make  no  alteration  on  better  than  Charles  Stuart ;  and,  asapres- 
tbe  presbyteriana*  account,  but  to  straiten  byterian,  he  thought  very  rightly.  See 
the  terms  of  conformity  fer  more  than  p.  207.  and  part  iil  p.  71 .  But,  preach- 
before  the  war.  Those,  however,  who  ing  before  the  parliament,  April  SO.  1660, 
would  see  what  can  be  said  by  writers  of  he  said  it  was  none  of  our  differences 
higb-ehurch  principles,  may  consult  Ken-  whether  we  should  be  loyal  to  our  king  ; 
net's  History  of  Charles  II.  p.  25S.,  or  on  that  all  were  agreed.  P.  217. 
licr,  p.  878.    One  little  anecdote  may 
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form  of  words,  the  hopes  of  union  and  settlement  vanish  upon 
that  closer  inquiry  which  conferences  and  schemes  of  agree- 
ment produce.  And  though  this  may  seem  rather  applicable 
to  speculative  controversies  than  to  such  matters  as  were  de- 
bated between  the  church  and  the  presbyterians  at  the  Savoy 
conference,  and  which  are  in  their  nature  more  capable  of 
compromise  than  articles  of  doctrine ;  yet  the  consequence 
of  exhibiting  the  incompatibility  and  reciprocal  alienation  of 
the  two  parties  in  a  clearer  hght  was  nearly  the  same. 

A  determination  having  been  taken  to  admit  of  no  exten- 
sive comprehension,  it  was  debated  by  the  government  whe- 
ther to  make  a  few  alterations  in  the  liturgy,  or  to  restore 
the  ancient  service  in  every  particular.  The  former  advice 
prevailed,  though  with  no  desire  or  expectation  of  conciliating 
any  scrupulous  persons  by  the  amendments  introduced.* 
These  were  by  no  means  numerous,  and  in  some  instances 
rather  chosen  in  order  to  irritate  and  mock  the  opposite  party 
than  from  any  compliance  with  their  prejudices.  It  is  indeed 
very  probable,  from  the  temper  of  the  new  parliament,  that 
they  would  not  have  come  into  more  tolerant  and  healing 
A^of  measures.  When  the  act  of  uniformity  was  brought 
uniformity,  jj^^  ^^  housc  of  lords,  it  was  found  not  only  to  re- 
store all  the  ceremonies  and  other  matters  to  which  objection 
had  been  taken,  but  to  contain  fresh  clauses  more  intolerable 
than  the  rest  to  the  presbyterian  clergy.  One  of  these 
enacted  that  not  only  every  beneficed  minister,  but  fellow  of 
a  college,  or  even  schoolmaster,  should  declare  his  unfeigned 
assent  and  consent  to  all  and  every  thing  contained  in  the 
book  of  common  prayer.t    These  words,  however  capable 

*  Life  of  Clarendon,  147.  He  ob-  Dragon,  for  no  other  purpose  than  to 
serves  that  the  alterations  made  did  not  show  contempt  of  their  scruples.  The 
reduce  one  of  the  opposite  party  to  the  alterations  may  be  seen  in  Kenneths  Re- 
obedience  of  the  church.  Now,  in  the  gister,  585.  The  most  important  was  the 
first  place,  he  could  not  know  this ;  and,  restoration  of  a  rubric  inserted  in  the 
in  the  next,  he  conceals  from  the  reader  communion  service  under  Edward  VI., 
that,  on  the  whole  matter,  the  changes  but  left  out  by  Elisabeth,  declaring 
made  in  the  liturgy  were  more  likely  to  against  any  corporal  presence  in  the 
disgust  than  to  conciliate.  Thus  the  Lord's  supper.  This  gave  offence  to 
puritans  having  always  objected  to  the  some  of  those  who  had  adopted  that  opi- 
number  of  saints'  days,  the  bbhops  added  nion,  especially  the  duke  of  York,  and 
a  few  more  ;  and  the  former  having  given  perhaps  tended  to  complete  his  alienation 
very  plausible  reasons  against  the  apo<>  from  the  Anglican  church,  fiumet,  i. 
cryphal  lessons  in  the  daily  service,  the  183.  ^ 
others  inserted  the  legend  of  Bel  and  the  f  13  &  14  Car.  2.  c.  iv.    §  S. 
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of  being  eladed  and  explained  away,  as  such  subscriptions 
always  are,  seemed  to  amount,  in  common  use  of  language, 
to  a  complete  approbation  of  an  entire  volume,  such  as  a 
man  of  sense  hardly  gives  to  any  book,  and  which,  at  a  time 
when  scrupulous  persons  were  with  great  difficulty  endea* 
vouring  to  reconcile  themselves  to  submission,  placed  a  new 
stumbling-block  in  their  way,  which,  without  abandoning 
their  integrity,  they  found  it  impossible  to  surmount. 

The  temper  of  diose  who  chiefly  managed  church  affairs 
at  this  period  displayed  itself  in  another  innovation  tending 
to  the  same  end.  It  had  been  not  unusual,  from  the 
very  beginnings  of  our  reformation,  to  admit  ministers 
ordained  in  foreign  protestant  churches  to  benefices  in  Eng- 
land* No  re-ordination  had  ever  been  practised  with  respect 
to  those  who  had  received  the  imposition  of  hands  in  a  regu- 
lar church ;  and  hence  it  appears  that  the  church  of  England^ 
whatever  tenets  might  latterly  have  been  broached  in  contro- 
versy, did  not  consider  the  ordination  of  presbyters  invalid. 
Though  such  ordinations  as  had  taken  place  during  the  late 
troubles,  and  by  virtue  of  which  a  great  part  of  the  actual 
clergy  were  in  possession,  were  evidently  irregular,  on  the 
supposition  that  the  English  episcopal  church  was  then  in 
existence ;  yet,  if  the  argument  from  such  great  convenience 
as  men  call  necessity  was  to  prevail,  it  was  surely  worth 
whfle  to  suffer  them  to  pass  without  question  for  the  present, 
enacting  provisions,  if  such  were  required,  for  the  future. 
But  this  did  not  fall  in  with  the  passion  and  policy  of  the 
bishops,  who  found  a  pretext  for  their  worldly  motives  of 
action  in  the  supposed  divine  right  and  necessity  of  episcopal 
succession ;  a  theory  naturally  more  agreeable  to  arrogant 
and  dogmatical  ecdesiastics  than  that  of  Cranmer,  who  saw 
no  intrinsic  difference  between  bishops  and  priests ;  or  of 
Hooker,  who  thought  ecclesiastical  superiorities,  like  civil, 
subject  to  variation :  or  of  Stillingfleet,  who  had  lately 
pointed  out  the  impossibility  of  ascertaining  beyond  doubtful 
conjecture  the  real  constitution  of  the  apostolical  church, 
from  the  scanty,  inconclusive  testimonies  that  either  Scrip- 
ture or  antiquity  furnish.  It  was  therefore  enacted  in  the 
statute  for  uniformity,  that  no  person  should  hold  any  pre- 
ferment in  England,  without  having  received  episcopal  ordi- 
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nation.  There  seems  to  be  little  or  no  objection  to  this 
provision,  if  ordination  be  considered  as  a  ceremony  of  ad- 
mission into  a  particular  society;  but,  according  to  the 
theories  which  both  parties  had  embraced  in  that  age,  it 
conferred  a  sort  of  mysterious  indelible  character,  which  ren- 
dered its  repetition  improper.* 

The  new  act  of  uniformity  succeeded  to  the  utmost  wishes 
Ejection  of  ^^  ^^  promotcrs.  It  provided  that  every  minister 
fomut"'  should,  before  the  feast  of  St.  Bartholomew,  1662, 
^'^'  publicly  declare  his  assent  and  consent  to  every 
thing  contained  in  the  book  of  common  prayer,  on  pain  of 
being  ipso  facto  deprived  of  his  benefice.t  Though  even  the 
long  parliament  had  reserved  a  fifth  of  the  profits  to  those 
who  were  r^ected  for  refusing  the  covenant,  no  mercy  could 
be  obtained  from  the  still  greater  bigotry  of  the  present ;  and 
a  motion  to  make  that  allowance  to  non-conforming  ministers 
was  lost  by  94*  to  87*  1^  The  lords  had  shown  a  more  tem- 
perate spirit,  and  made  several  alterations  of  a  conciliating 
nature.  They  objected  to  extending  the  subscription  re- 
quired by  the  act  to  schoolmasters.  But  the  commons  urged 
in  a  confierenoe  die  force  of  education,  which  made  it  neces- 


*  Life  of  Clarendon,  152.  Bumet,  were  deprived  for  fidelity  to  their  sove- 
^56.  Morley,  afterwards  iHshop  of  reign.**  Southey^  Hist  of  the  Cburdi, 
Winchester,  was  engaged  just  before  the  iL  467.  That  the  day  was  chosen  in 
restoration  in  negotiating  with  the  pres-  order  to  deprive  the  incumbent  of  a  whole 
byterians.  They  stuck  out  for  the  ne-  year's  tithes,  Mr.  Southey  has  learned 
gative  voice  of  liie  council  of  presbyters,  Srom  Burnet ;  and  it  aggravates  the 
tnd  for  the  validity  of  their  ordinations,  cruelty  of  the  proceeding  —  but  where 
Clar.  State  Papers,  7S7.  He  had  two  has  he  found  his  precedent  ?  Hie  Angii- 
schemes  to  get  over  the  difficulty  ;  one  can  clergy  were  ejected  for  refusing  the 
to  pass  them  over  sub  silentio ;  the  other,  covenant  at  no  one  definite  period,  as,  on 
a  hypothetical  ^re-ordination,  on  the  sup-  recollection,  Mr.  S.  would  be  aware ;  nor 
position  that  aomething  might  have  been  can  I  find  any  one  parliamentary  ordi- 
wanting  before,  as  the  church  of  Rome  nance  in  Husband's  Collection  that  men- 
practises  about  re-baptization.  The  for-  tions  St.  Bartholomew's  day.  There  was 
mer  is  a  curious  expedient  for  those  who  a  precedent  indeed  in  that  case,  which 
pretend  to  think  presbyterian  ordinations  the  government  of  Charles  did  not  choose 
really  null.     Id.  738.  to  follow.     One  fifth  of  the  income  had 

t  The  day  fixed   upon    suggested   a  been  reserved    for  the  dispossessed   in- 

comparison  which,  though   severe,  was  cumbents;  but  it  is  said  that  they  oftoi  did 

obvious.     A  modern  writer  has  observed  not  get  them.     Kennet's  Register,  39S. 
on  this,  "  They  were  careiiil  not  to  re-         |  Journals,  April  26,     This  may  per- 

member  that  the  same  day,  and  for  the  haps  have  given  rise  to  a  mistake  we  find 

same  reason,   because   the    tithes    were  in  Neal,  624.,  that  the  act  of  uniformity 

commonly  due  at  Michaelmas,  had  been  only  passed  by  186  to  180.     There  was 

appointed  for  the  former  ejectment,  when  no  division  at  all  upon  tlie  bill  except 

four  times  as  many  of  the  loyal  clergy  that  J  have  mentioned. 
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saiy  to  take  care  for  the  youth.  The  upper  house  even 
inserted  a  proviso,  allowing  the  king  to  dispense  with  the 
sorplioe  and  the  sign  of  the  cross ;  but  the  commons  reso- 
Intdy  withstanding  this  and  every  other  alteration,  they  were 
all  given  up.*  Yet  next  year,  when  it  was  found  necessary 
to  pass  an  act  for  the  relief  of  those  who  had  been  prevented 
involuntarily  from  subscribing  the  declaration  in  due  time,  a 
clause  was  introduced,  declaring  that  the  assent  and  consent 
to  llie  book  of  conmion  prayer  required  by  the  siud  act  should 
be  understood  only  as  to  practice  and  obedience,  and  not 
otherwise.  The  duke  of  York  and  twelve  lay  peers  protested 
against  this  clause,  as  destructive  to  the  church  of  England 
as  now  established ;  and  the  commons  vehemently  objecting 
to  it,  the  partisans  of  moderate  councils  gave  way  as  before,  t 
When  the  day  of  St.  Bartholomew  came,  about  2000  per- 
sons resigned  their  preferments  rather  than  stain  their  con- 
sciences by  compliance  —  an  act  to  which  the  more  liberal 
Anglicans,  af!ter  the  bitterness  of  immediate  passions  had 
passed  away,  have  accorded  that  praise  which  is  due  to 
heroic  virtue  in  an  enemy.  It  may  justly  be  said  that  the 
episcopal  clergy  had  set  an  example  of  similar  magnanimity 
in  refusing  to  take  the  covenant.  Yet,  as  that  was  partly  of 
a  political  nature,  and  those  who  were  ejected  for  not  taking 
it  might  h<ope  to  be  restored  through  the  success  of  the  king's 
arms,  I  do  not  know  that  it  was  edtogether  so  eminent  an  act 
of  self-devotion  as  the  presbyterian  clergy  displayed  on  St. 
Bartholomew's  day.  Both  of  them  afford  striking  contrasts 
to  the  pliancy  of  the  English  church  in  the  greater  question  of 
the  preceding  century,  and  bear  witness  to  a  remarkable 
integrity  and  consistency  of  principle,  t 

*  Tbe  report  of  tbe  oonfefence,  Lords*  giving  way  to   the   bishops.     See  a\ao 

Joumal%  7di  May,  is  altogether  rather  p.  268.     Baxter  puts  the  number  of  the 

curioos.  deprived  at   1800  or  2000.     Life,  S84. 

f  Lords' Journals,  85  th  and  27th  July,  And  it    has    generally   been   reckoned 

1663.     Ralph,  58.  about  2000 ;  though  Burnet  says  it  has 

f  Neal,  625-.-6S6.     Baxter  told  Bur-  been  much  controverted.     If  indeed  we 

Bet,  as  the  latter  says,  p.  185.,  that  not  can   rely   on    Calamy's  account   of  the 

above  900  would  have  resigned,  had  the  ejected  ministers,  abridged  by  Palmer, 

terms  of  the  king's  declaration  been  ad*  under  the  title  of  The  Non-confonnist*s 

hered  to.     llie  blame,  he  goes  on,  fell  Memorial,thenumber  must  have  been  full 

chiefly  oa  Sheldon.     But  Clarendon  was  2400,  includingfellowsof  colleges,  though 

charged  with  entertaining  the  presbyte-  not  in  orders.     Palmer  says,  that  a  maou- 

nana  with  good  worda^  while  he  was  scripteatalogue  gives  2257  names.  Kennet, 
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No  one  who  has  any  sense  of  honesty  and  plain  dealing 
can  pretend  mat  Charles  did  not  violate  the  spirit  of  his 
declarations,  both  that  from  Breda,  and  that  which  he  pub- 
lished in  October,  I66O.  It  is  idle  to  say  that  those  declar- 
ations were  subject  to  the  decision  of  parliament,  as  if  the 
crown  had  no  sort  of  influence  in  that  assembly,  nor  even 
any  means  of  making  its  inclinations  known.  He  had  urged 
them  to  confirm  the  act  of  indemnity,  wherein  he  thought  his 
honour  and  security  concerned:  was  it  less  easy  to  obtain, 
or  at  least  to  ask  for,  their  concurrence  in  a  comprehension 
or  toleration  of  the  presbyterian  clergy  ?  Yet,  after  mocking 
those  persons  with  pretended  favour,  and  even  offering  bishop- 
rics to  some  of  their  number,  by  way  of  purchasing  their 
defection,  the  king  made  no  effort  to  mitigate  the  provisions 
of  the  act  of  uniformity ;  and  Clarendon  strenuously  sup- 
ported them  through  both  houses  of  parliament.*  This 
behaviour  in  the  minister  sprang  from  real  bigotry  and  dis- 
like of  the  presbyterians ;  but  Charles  was  influenced  by  a 
very  different  motive,  which  had  become  the  secret  spring  of 
all  his  policy.     This  requires  to  be  fully  expluned. 

Charles,  during  his  misfortunes,  had  made  repeated  pro- 
mises to  the  pope  and  the  great  catholic  princes  of 
th?Stho.   relaxing  the  penal  laws  against  his  subjects  of  that 
religion  —  promises  which  he  well  knew  to  be  the 
necessary  condition  of   their   assistance.     And,   though  he 
never  received  any  succour  which  could  demand  the  per- 
formance  of  these   assurances,    his   desire   to   stand  well 
with  France  and  Spain,   as  well  as  a  sense  of  what  was 
really  due  to  the  English  catholics,  would  have  disposed  him 
to  grant  every  indulgence  which  the  temper  of  his  people 
should  permit.      The  laws  were  highly   severe,    in    some 
cases  sanguinary ;  they  were  enacted  in  very  different  times, 
from  plausible  motives  of  distrust,  which  it  would  be  now 


however  (Register,  807.)*  notices  great  and  we  cannot  read  widioQt  indignation 

mistakes  of  Calamy  in  respect  only  to  Kennet's  endeavours,  in  the  conclusion  of 

one  diocese,  that  of  Peterborough.    Pro-  this  volume,  to  extenuate  the  praise  of 

bably  both  in  this  collection,  and  in  that  the  deprived  presbyterians  by  captious 

of  Walker  on  the  other  side,  as  in  all  and  unbir  arguments. 
martjTTologies,  there  are  abundant  errors ;         *  See  Clarendon*s  feeble  attempt  to 

but  enough  will  remain  to  afford  memor-  vindicate  the  king  from  the   charge   of 

able  examples  of  conscientious  suffering ;  breach  of  fiutb,  157. 
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both  absurd  and  ungrateful  to  retain.  The  catholics  had 
been  the  most  strenuous  of  the  late  king's  adherents,  the 
greatest  sufferers  for  their  loyalty.  Out  of  about  500  gen- 
tlemen who  lost  their  lives  in  the  royal  cause,  one  third, 
it  has  been  said,  were  of  that  religion.*  Their  estates 
had  been  selected  for  confiscation,  when  others  had  been 
admitted  to  compound.  It  is,  however,  certain  that  after 
the  conclusion  of  the  war,  and  especially  during  the  usur* 
pation  of  Cromwell,  they  declined  in  general  to  provoke 
a  government,  which  showed  a  good  deal  of  connivance 
towards  their  religion,  by  keeping  up  any  connexion  with 
the  exiled  family,  t  They  had,  as  was  surely  very  natural, 
one  paramount  object  in  their  political  conduct,  the  enjoy- 
ment of  religious  liberty ;  whatever  debt  of  gratitude  they 
might  have  owed  to  Charles  I.  had  been  amply  paid; 
and  perhaps  they  might  reflect  that  he  had  never  scrupled, 
in  his  various  negotiations  with  the  parliament,  to  acquiesce 
in  any  proscriptive  measures  suggested  against  popery. 
This  apparent  abandonment,  however,  of  the  royal  interests 
excited  the  displeasure  of  Clarendon,  which  was  increased 
by  a  tendency  some  of  the  catholics  showed  to  unite  with 
Lambert,  who  was  understood  to  be  privately  of  their 
religion,  and  by  an  intrigue  carried  on  in  1&59,  by  the 
machinations  of  Buckingham  with  some  priests,  to  set  up 
the  duke  of  York  for  die  crown.  But  the  king  retained 
no  resentment  of  the  general  conduct  of  this  party ;  and 
was  desirous  to  give  them  a  testimony  of  his  confidence, 
by  mitigating  the  penal  laws  against  their  religion.  Some 
steps  were  taken  towards  this  by  the  house  of  lords  in  the 
session  of  l66l  ;  and  there  seems  little  doubt  that  the  sta- 
tutes at  least  inflicting  capital  punishment  would  have  been 
repealed  without  difficulty,  if  the  catholics  had  not  lost  the 
favourable  moment  by  some  disunion  among  themselves, 
which  the  never-ceasing  intrigues  of  the  Jesuits  contrived  to 
produce,  t 

*  A  list  of  these,  published  in  1660,  with  all  their  power,  in  return  for  liberty 

contains  more  than  170  names.     Neali  of  religion.     Cartels  Letters,  i.  216.  et 

590.  post      We   find   a   letter  from  him  to 

t  sir  KenelmDigby  was  supposed  to  Cromwell  in  1656,  (Thurloe,  It.  591.) 

be  deep  in  a  scheme  that  the  catholics,  in  with  great  protestations  of  duty. 

1649»  should  support  the  commonweslth  |  See  Lords*  Journals,  June  and  July, 
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There  can  be  no  sort  of  doubt  that  the  king's  natural 
facility,  and  exemption  from  all  prcgudice  in  favour 
ki^  towMdt  of  established  laws,  would  have  led  him  to  afford 
^  ^'  every   indulgence  that  could  be  demanded  to  his 

catholic  subjects,  many  of  whom  were  his  companions  or  his 
counsellors,  without  any  propensity  towards  their  religion. 
But  it  is  morally  certain  that,  during  the  period  of  his 
banishment,  he  had  imbibed,  as  deeply  and  seriously  as 
the  character  of  his  mind  would  permit,  a  persuasion  that, 
if  any  scheme  of  Christianity  were  true,  it  could  only  be 
found  in  the  bosom  of  an  infialUble  church ;  though  he 
was  never  reconciled,  according  to  the  formal  profession 
which  she  exacts,  till  the  last  hours  of  his  life.  The 
secret  however  of  his  inclinations,  though  disguised  to 
the  world  by  the  appearance,  and  probably  sometimes  more 
than  the  appearance,  of  carelessness  and  infidelity,  could 
not  be  wholly  concealed  from  his  court.  It  appears  the 
most  natural  mode  of  accounting  for  the  sudden  conversion 
of  the  earl  o(  Bristol  to  popery,  which  is  generally  agreed 
to  have  been  insincere.  An  ambitious  intriguer,  holding 
the  post  of  secretary  of  state,  would  not  have  ventured 
such  a  step  without  some  grounds  of  confidence  in  his 
master's  wishes ;  though  his  characteristic  precipitancy  hur- 
ried him  forward  to  destroy  his  own  hopes.  Nor  are  there 
wanting  proofs  that  the  protestantism  of  both  the  brothers 
was  greatly  suspected  in  England  before  the  restoration.* 


166 1 ,  or  extracts  from  them  in  Kemiefs  they  had  been  inhibited  by  their  superiors 
Register,  469,  &c.  620,  &c.  and  798.,  from  maintaining  the  pope's  right  to  de- 
where  are  several  other  particulars  worthy  pose  sovereigns.  See  also  Butler's  Mem. 
of  notice.  Clarendon,  14S.,  explains  the  of  Catholics,  ii.  27. ;  iv.  142.  ;  and  Bur- 
failure  of  this  attempt  at  a  partial  tolera-  net,  i.  194. 

tion  (for  it  was  only  meant  as  to  the  ex«  *  The  suspicions  against  Charles  were 
ercise  of  religious  rites  in  private  houses)  very  strong  in  £ngland  before  the  lo- 
by  the  persevering  opposition  of  the  storation,  so  as  to  alarm  his  emissaries : 
Jesuits  to  the  oath  of  allegiance,  to  which  '*  Your  master,**  Mordaunt  writes  to 
the  lay  catholics,  and  generally  the  se-  Ormond,  Nov.  10.  1659,  *'  is  utterly 
cular  priests,  had  long  ceased  to  make  ruined  as  to  his  interest  here  in  what- 
objection.  The  house  had  voted  that  the  ever  party,  if  this  be  true.*'  Cartels  Let- 
indulgence  should  not  extend  to  Jesuits,  ters,  ii.  264.,  and  Clar.  State  Papers,  iiL 
and  that  they  would  not  alter  the  oaths  60^.  But  an  anecdote  related  in  Carte's 
of  allegiance  or  supremacy.  The  Jesuits  Li^  of  Ormond,  ii.  255.,  and  Harris's 
complained  of  the  distinction  taken  Lives,  v.  54.,  which  has  obtained  acme 
against  them ;  and  asserted,  in  a  printed  credit,  proves,  if  true,  that  he  had  em- 
tract  (Kennet,ubi  supra),  that  since  1616  braced  the   Roman  catholic  religion  as 
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These  suspicions  acquired  strength  aAer  the  king's  retuiHy 
dirough  his  manifest  intention  not  to  marry  a  protestant; 
and  still  more  through  the  presumptuous  demeanour  of  the 
opposite  party,  which  seemed  to  indicate  some  surer  grounds 
of  confidence  than  were  yet  manifest.  The  new  parliament 
in  its  first  session  had  made  it  penal  to  say  that  the  king 
was  a  papist  or  popishly  affected ;  whence  the  prevalence  of 
that  scandal  may  be  inferred.* 

Charles  had  no  assistance  to  expect,  in  his  scheme  of 
granting  a  fiill  toleration  to  tiie  Roman  faith,  from  Resisted  by 
his  chief  advise.  Clarendon.  A  repeal  of  the  san-  uniSe^r. 
guinary  laws,  a  reasonable  connivance,  perhaps  in  '^"^^* 
some  cases  a  dispensation — to  these  favours  he  would  have 
acceded.  But,  in  his  creed  of  policy,  the  legal  allowance  of 
any  but  the  established  religion  was  inconsistent  with  public 
order,  and  with  the  king's  ecclesiastical  prerogative.  This 
was  also  a  fixed  principle  with  the  parliament,  whose  im- 
placable resentment  towards  the  sectaries  had  not  inclined 
them  to  abate  in  the  least  of  their  abhorrence  and  appre- 
hension of  popery.  The  church  of  England,  distinctly  and 
exclusively,  was  their  rallying-point;  the  crown  itself  stood 
only  second  in  their  affections.  The  king  therefore  had 
recourse  to  a  more  subtie  and  indirect  policy.  If  the  terms 
of  conformity  had  been  so  far  relaxed  as  to  suffer  the  con- 
tinuance of  the  presbyterian  clergy  in  their  benefices,  there 
was  every  reason  to  expect  from  their  known  disposition 
a  determined  hostility  to  all  approadies  towards  popery, 
and  even  to  its  toleration.  It  was  therefore  the  policy  of 
those  who  had  the  interests  of  that  cause  at  heart,  to  permit 
no  deviation  from  the  act  of  uniformity,  to  resist  all  en- 
deavours at  a  comprehension  of  dissenters  within  the  pale 
of  the  church,  and  to  msdce  them  look  up  to  the  king 
for  indulgence  in  their  separate  way  of  worship.  They 
were  to  be  taught   that,    amenable   to  the  same   laws  as 


early  as  1659»  so  as  even  to  attend  mass*  plainly  insinuates  that  the   project   for 

This  cannot  be  reckoned  out  of  question  ;  restoring  popery    began  at  the  treaty 

bat  the  tendency  of  the  king*8  mind  be-  of  the  Pyrenees ;  and  see  his  Register, 

fore  his  return  to  England  is  to  be  in-  p«  852. 

ienred  from  all  his  behaviour.    Kennet        *  ISCar.  2.O.I. 

(Complete  Hist  of  Enghuid,  iii.  237.) 
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the  Romanists,  exposed  to  the  oppression  of  the  same 
enemies,  they  must  act  in  concert  for  a  common  benefit.* 
The  presbyterian  ministers,  disheartened  at  the  violence 
of  the  parliament,  had  recourse  to  Charles,  whose  afiability 
and  fair  promises  they  were  loth  to  distrust;  and  implored 
his  dispensation  for  their  non-conformity.  The  king,  natu- 
rally irresolute,  and  doubtless  sensible  that  he  had  made 
a  bad  return  to  those  who  had  contributed  so  much  towards 
his  restoration,  was  induced,  at  the  strong  solicitation  of 
lord  Manchester,  to  promise  that  he  would  issue  a  declar- 
ation suspending  the  execution  of  the  statute  for  three 
months.  Clarendon,  though  he  had  been  averse  to  some 
of  the  rigorous  clauses  inserted  in  the  act  of  uniformity, 
was  of  opinion  that,  once  passed,  it  ought  to  be  enforced 
without  any  connivance ;  and  told  the  king  likewise,  diat 
it  was  not  in  his  power  to  preserve  those  who  did  not 
comply  with  it  from  deprivation.  Yet,  as  the  king's  word 
had  been  given,  he  advised  him  rather  to  issue  such  a 
declaration  than  to  break  his  promise.  But,  the  bishops 
vehemently  remonstrating  against  it,  and  intimating  that 
they  would  not  be  parties  to  a  violation  of  the  law,  by 
refusing  to  institute  a  clerk  presented  by  the  patron  on  an 
avoidance  for  want  of  conformity  in  the  incumbent,  tke 
king  gave  way,  and  resolved  to  make  no  kind  of  conces- 
sion. It  is  remarkable  that  the  noble  historian  does  not 
seem  struck  at  the  enormous  and  unconstitutional  pre- 
rogative which  a  proclamation  suspending  the  statute  would 
have  assumed.! 

Instead   of   this  very  objectionable    measure,    the   king 

adopted    one    less   arbitrary,  and  more  consonant 
foriiSSu^"  to  his  own  secret  policy.  He  published  a  dedar- 

ation  in  favour  of  liberty  of  conscience,  for  which 
no  provision  had  been  made,  so  as  to  redeem  the  promises 
he  had  held  forth  at  his  accession.  Adverting  to  these, 
he  declared  that,  *^  as  in  the  first  place  he  had  been  zealous 
to  settle  the  uniformity  of  the  church  of  England  in  dis- 

*  Burnet,  L  1 79.  fblly  removed.     Yet  he  bad  no  reason  to 

f  Life  of  Clarendon,  159.     He  inti-  complain  of  them  on  his  trial.     See,  too, 

mates  that  this  b^ot  a  coldness  in  the  Pepys*s  Diary,  Sept.  S.  1 662. 

bishops  towards  himself,  which  was  never 
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dpline,  oeremony,  and  government,  and  should  ever  con- 
stantly maintain  it ;  so  as  for  what  concerns  the  penalties 
upon  those  who,  living  peaceably,  do  not  conform  them- 
selves thereto,  he  should  make  it  his  special  care,  so  far 
as  in  him  lay,  without  invading  the  freedom  of  parliament, 
to  incline  their  wisdom  next  approaching  sessions  to  concur 
with  him  in  making  some  such  act  for  that  purpose  as 
may  enable  him  to  exercise  with  a  more  universal  satisfaction 
that  power  of  dispensing,  which  he  conceived  to  be  inherent 
in  him.**  * 

The  aim  of  this  declaration  was  to  obtain  from  parliament 
a  mitigation  at  least  of  all  penal  statutes  in  matters  of 
religion,  but  more  to  serve  the  interests  of  catholic  than  of 
protestant  non-conformity.t  Except  however  the  allusion  to 
the  dispensing  power,  which  yet  is  very  moderately  alleged, 
there  was  nothmg  in  it,  according  to  our  present  opinions, 
diat  should  have  created  offence.  But  the  com- 
mons, on  their  meeting  in  February,  1663,  pre-  by  the  com. 
sented  an  address,  denying  that  any  obligation  lay 
on  the  king  by  virtue  of  his  declaration  from  Breda,  which 
must  be  understood  to  depend  on  the  advice  of  parliament, 
and  slightly  intimating  that  he  possessed  no  such  dispensing 
prerogative  as  was  suggested.  They  strongly  objected  to 
the  whole  scheme  of  indulgence,  as  the  means  of  increasing 
sectaries,  and  rather  likely  to  occasion  disturbance  than  to 
promote  peace.  1^  They  remonstrated,  in  another  address, 
against  the  release  of  Calamy,  an  eminent  dissenter,  who, 
having  been  imprisoned  for  transgressing  the  act  of  uni- 
formity, was  irregularly  set  at  liberty  by  the  king's  personal 
order.  §     The  king,  undeceived  as  to  the  disposition  of  this 


*  Park  Hist  257.  against   the  church   of    Rome,  leaving 

-f  Baxter  intimates,   429.,  that  some  the  king  to  act  as  he  thought  fit     By 

dtaagreement  arose  between  the  presby-  this  stiffiiess  it  is  very  probable  that  they 

teriaDs  and  independents  as  to  the  toler-  provoked  a   good  deal    of  persecution 

ation  of  popery,  or  rather,  as  he  puts  it,  from  the  court  which  they  might  have 

aa  to  the  active  concurrence  of  the  pro-  avoided  by  falling  into   its  views  of  a 

testeot   dissenters  in    accepting  such  a  general  indulgence, 

toleration  aa  should  include  popery.  The  i  Pari.  Hist  260.     An  adjournment 

latter,  eoufuimably  to  their  general  prin-  had  been  moved,  and  lost  by  161  to  1 19. 

eiplea,  were   fiivourable  to  it ;    but  the  Journals,  25th  Feb. 

former  would  not  nuke  themselves  par-  §  1 9th  Feb.     Baiter,  p.  429. 
tics  to  any  relaxation  of  the  penal  laws 
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loyal  assembly  to  concur  in  his  projects  of  religious  libert  y 
was  driven  to  more  tedious  and  indirect  courses  in  order  to 
compass  his  end.  He  had  the  mortification  of  finding  that 
the  house  of  commons  had  imbibed,  partly  perhaps  in  con- 
sequence of  this  declaration,  that  jealous  apprehension  of 
popery,  which  had  caused  so  much  of  his  father's  ill  fortune. 
On  this  topic  the  watdifulness  of  an  English  parliament 
could  never  be  long  at  rest.  The  notorious  insolence  of  the 
Romish  priests,  who,  proud  of  the  court's  favour,  disdained 
to  respect  the  laws  enough  to  disguise  themselves,  provoked 
an  address  to  the  king,  that  they  might  be  sent  out  of  the 
kingdom  ;  and  bills  were  brought  in  to  prevent  the  further 
growth  of  popery.* 

Meanwhile,  the  same  remedy,  so  infaUible  in  the  eyes  of 
legislators,  was  not  forgotten  to  be  applied  to  the  opposite 
disease  of  protestant  dissent.  Some  had  believed,  of  whom 
Clarendon  seems  to  have  been,  that  all  scruples  of  tender 
conscience  in  the  presbyterian  clergy  being  faction  and  hypo- 
crisy, they  would  submit  very  quietly  to  the  law,  when  they 
found  all  their  clamour  unavailing  to  obtain  a  dispensation 
from  it.  The  resignation  of  SOOO  beneficed  ministers  at 
once,  instead  of  extorting  praise,  rather  inflamed  the  resent* 
ment  of  their  bigoted  enemies;  especially  when  they  per- 
ceived that  a  public  and  perpetual  toleration  of  separate 
worship  was  £ftvoured  by  part  of  the  court.     Rumours  of 


*  Journals,  17th  and  28th  March,  1663.  The    Romish    partisans  assumed  the 

Pari.  Hist.  364.     Burnet,  974.,  says  the  tone  ot  high  loyalty,  as  ezelusirely  cha* 

declaration   of  indulgence  was  usually  racteristic  of  their  religion ;  but  affected, 

ascribed  to  Bristol,  but  in  fact  proceeded  at  this  time,  to  use  great  civility  towards 

from  the  king,  and  that  the  opposition  to  the  church  of  England.   A  book,  entitled 

it  in  the  house  was  chiefly  made  by  the  Philanax  Anglicus,  published  under  the 

friends  of  Clarendon.     The  latter  tells  name  of  Bellamy,  the  second  edition  of 

us  in  his  Life,  189.,  that  the  king  was  which  is  in  166S,  after  a  most  flattering 

displeased  at  the  insolence  of  the  Romish  dedication  to  Sheldon,  launches  into  yini- 

party,  and  gave  the  judges  general  orders  lent  abuse  of  the  presbyterians  and  of  the 

to  convict  recusants.     The  minister  and  reformation   in   general,  as  founded  on 

historian  either  was,  or  pretended  to  be,  principles  adverse  to  monarchy.      Hiia 

his  master's  dupe ;  and,  if  he  had  any  indeed  was  common  with  the  ultra  or 

suspicions  of  what  was  meant  as  to  reli-  high-church    party  ;    but   the   work    in 

gion  (as  he  must  surely  have  had),  is  fiff  question,  though  it  purports  to  be  written 

too  loyal  to  hint  them.     Yet  the  one  cir-  by  a  clergyman,  is   manifestly  a  shaft 

cumstance  he  mentions  soon  after,  that  from  the  concealed  bow  of  the  Roman 

the  countess  of  Castlemaine  suddenly  de«  Apollo, 
dared  herself  a  catholic,  was  enough  to 
open  his  eyes  and  those  of  the  world. 
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conspiracy  and  insurrection^  sometimes  false,  but  gaining' 
credit  from  the  notorious  discontent  both  of  the  old  common- 
wealth's party,  and  of  many  who  had  never  been  on  that 
side,  were  sedulously  propagated,  in  order  to  keep  up  the 
aiiinK«ty  of  parliament  against  th«  ejected  dergy*;  ^^.^,„^ 
and  these  are  recited  as  die  pretext  of  an  act  pass-  <»"^»^<^i«^ 
ed  in  1664  for  suppressing  seditious  conventicles  (the 
epithet  being  in  this  place  wantonly  and  unjustly  insulting), 
which  inflicted  on  all  persons  above  the  age  of  sixteen, 
present  at  any  religious  meeting  in  other  manner  than  is 
allowed  by  the  practice  of  the  church  of  England,  where 
five  or  more  persons  besides  the  household  should  be  present, 
a  penalty  of  three  months'  imprisonment  for  the  first  ofience, 
<^  six  for  the  second,  and  of  seven  years'  transportation  for 
die  third,  on  conviction  before  a  single  justice  of  peace.t 
This  act,  says  Clarendon,  if  it  had  been  vigorously  executed, 
would  no  doubt  have  produced  a  thorough  reformation,  t 
Such  is  ever  the  language  of  the  supporters  of  tyranny; 
when  oppression  does  not  succeed,  it  is  because  there  has 
been  too  little  of  it.  But  those  who  suffered  under  this 
statute  report  very  differently  as  to  its  vigorous  execution. 
The  gaols  were  filled,  not  only  with  ministers  who  ha 
borne  the  brunt  of  former  persecutions,  but  with  the  laity 
who  attended  them  ;  and  the  hardship  was  the  more  grievous, 
that  the  act  being  ambiguously  worded,  its  construction  was 


*  See  proofs  of  this   in  Ralph,  59.,  passed  the  commons  in  July,   1 663,  but 

Rapio,  p.  78.      There  was   in    1663  a  hung  some  time  in  the  upper  house,  and 

trifling  insurrection  in  Yorkshire,  which  was  much   debated ;  the  commons  sent 

the   goremment  wished    to  have  been  up  a  message  (an  irregular  practice  of 

more  serious,  so  as  to  aflTord  a  better  pre-  those  times)   to  request  their  lordships 

text   tor   strong   measures ;  as  may  be  would  expedite  this  and  some  other  bills, 

collected  from  a  passage  in  a   letter  of  The  king  seems  to  have  been  displeased 

Bcnnet  to  the  duke  of  Ormond,  where  at  this  delay ;  for  he  told  them  at  their 

he  says^  **  The  oountry  was   in  greater  prorogation,  that  he  had  expected  some 

readiness  to  prerent  the  disorders  than  bills  against  conventicles  and  distempers 

perhaps  were  to  be  wished ;  but  it  being  in  religion,  as  well   as   the   growth   of 

Ihe  effect  of  their  own  care^  rather  than  popery,  and  should  himself  present  some 

his  majesty's  commands,  it  u  the  less  to  at  their  next  meeting.     Pari.  Hist.  288. 

be  censured,"     Clarendon,  218.,  speaks  Burnet  observes,  that  to  empower  a  jus- 

of  this  aa  an  important  and   extensive  tice  of  peace  to  convict  without  a  jury, 

conspiracy  ;  and  the  king  dwelt  on  it  in  was  thought  a  great  breach  on  the  prin- 

his  next  speech  to  the  parliament.    Pari,  ciples  of  the  English  constitution,  285. 
Hist  289.  i  P.  231. 

t  16  Car.  2.  e.  4.     A  similar  bill  had 
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left  to  a  single  magistrate,  generally  very  adverse  to  the 
accused. 

It  is  the  natural  consequence  of  restrictive  laws  to  aggra- 
vate the  disaffection  which  has  served  as  their  pre- 
the^um^     text;  and  thus  to  create  a  necessity  for  a  legislature 
that  will  not  retrace  its  steps,  to  pass  still  onward 
in  the  course  of  severity.     In  the  next  session  accordingly 
held  at  Oxford  in  1665,  on  account  of  the  plague  that 
ravaged  the  capital,  we  find  a  new  and  more  inevitable  blow 
aimed  at  the  fallen  church  of  Calvin»     It  was  enacted  that 
all  persons  in  holy  orders,  who  had  not  subscribed  the  act  of 
uniformity,  should  swear  that  it  is  not  lawful,   upon  any 
pretence  whatsoever,  to  take  arms  against  the  king  ;  and 
that  they  did  abhor  that  traitorous  position  of  taking  arms 
by  his  authority  against  his  person,  or  against  those  that  are 
.   commissioned  by  him,  and  would  not  at  any  time  endeavour 
any  alteration   of   government  in  church  or  state.     Those 
who  refused  this  oath,   were  not  only  made  incapable  of 
teaching  in  schools,  but  prohibited  from  coming  within  five 
miles  of   any  city,  corporate   town,    or   borough   sending 
members  to  parliament.* 

This  persecuting  statute  did  not  pass  without  the  opposition 
Remark,  on  ^^  ^^^  ^^^  ^^  Southamptou,  lord  tTcasurer,  and 
^^"°-  other  peers.  But  archbishop  Sheldon,  and  several 
bishops,  strongly  supported  the  bill,  which  had  undoubtedly 
the  sanction  also  of  Clarendon's  authority.t  In  the  com- 
mons, I  do  not  find  that  any  division  took  place ;  but  an 
unsuccessful  attempt  was  made  to  insert  the  word  "  legally  ** 
before  commissioned;  the  lawyers,  however,  declared  that 
this  word  must  be  understood,  t  Some  of  the  non-conform- 
ing clergy  took  the  oath  upon  this  construction.  But  the  far 
greater  number  refused.  Even  if  they  could  have  borne  the 
solemn  assertion  of  the  principles  of  passive  obedience  in  all 
possible  cases,  their  scrupulous  consciences  revolted  from 
a  pledge  to  endeavour  no  kind  of  alteration  in  church  and 
state  ;  an  engagement,  in  its  extended  sense,  irreconcilable 
with  their  own  principles  in  religion,  and  with  the  civil 


•  17  Car.  2.  c  2.  t  Burnet.     Baxter,  Part  III.  p.  2.  Neal,  p.  652. 

I  Burnet     Baxter. 
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dudes  of  Englishmen.  Yet  to  quit  the  towns  where  they 
had  long  been  connected,  and  where  alone  they  had  friends 
and  disciples,  for  a  residence  in  country  villages,  was  an 
exclusion  from  the  ordinary  means  of  subsistence.  The 
diurch  of  England  had  doubtless  her  provocations  ;  but  she 
made  the  retaliation  much  more  than  commensurate  to  the 
injury.  No  severity,  comparable  to  this  cold-blooded  perse* 
Gution,  had  been  inflicted  by  the  late  powers,  even  in  the 
ferment  and  fury  of  a  civil  war.  Encouraged  by  this  easy 
triumph,  the  violent  party  in  the  house  of  commons  thought 
it  a  good  opportunity  to  give  the  same  test  a  more  sweeping 
apphcadon.  A  bill  was  brought  in  imposing  this  oath  upon 
the  whole  nation  ;  that  is,  I  presume  (for  I  do  not  know 
that  its  precise  nature  is  any  where  explained),  on  all  persons 
in  any  pubUc  or  municipal  trust.  This  however  was  lost  on 
a  division  by  a  small  majority.* 

It  has  been  remarked  that  there  is  no  other  instance  in 
history,  where  men  have  suffered  persecution  on  account  of 
differences,  which  were  admitted  by  those  who  inflicted  it  to 
be  of  such  small  moment.  But,  supposing  this  to  be  true,  it 
only  proves,  what  may  perhaps  be  Sieged  as  a  sort  of  exte- 
nuation of  these  severe  laws  against  non-conformists,  that 
they  were  merely  political,  and  did  not  spring  from  any  theo- 
Ic^cal  bigotry.  Sheldon  indeed,  their  great  promoter,  was 
so  free  from  an  intolerant  zeal,  that  he  is  represented  as  a 
man  who  considered  religion  chiefly  as  an  engine  of  policy. 
The  principles  of  religious  toleration  had  already  gained  con- 
siderable ground  over  mere  bigotry ;  but  were  still  obnoxious 
to  the  arbitrary  temper  of  some  politicians,  and  wanted  per- 
haps experimental  proof  of  their  safety  to  recommend  them 
to  the  caution  of  others.  There  can  be  no  doubt  that  all 
laws  against  dissent  and  separation  from  an  established  church, 
those  even  of  the  inquisition,  have  proceeded  in  a  greater  or 
less  degree  from  political  motives ;  and  these  appear  to  me 
far  less  odious  than  the  disinterested  rancour  of  superstition. 

*  Mr.  Locke,  in  the  **  Letter  from  a  But  the  numbers  in  the  Journals,  Octo- 

PeiBonof  Quality  to  his  Friend  in  the  ber  27.  1665,   appear  to  be  57  to  51. 

Couotrj,**  printed  in  1675,  (see  it  in  his  Probably  he   meant  that  those  persouu 

vorks,  or  in  Parliamentary  History,  vol.  might  have  been  expected  to  tote  the 

It.  Appendix,  No.  5.)  says  it  was  lost  other  way. 
bj  three  votes,  and  mentions  the  persons. 

VOL.  II.  E 
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The  latter  is  very  common  among  the  populace,  and  some- 
times among  the  clergy.  Thus  the  presbyterians  exclaimed 
against  the  toleration  of  popery,  not  as  dangerous  to  the  pro- 
testant  establishment,  but  as  a  sinful  compromise  with  idola- 
try ;  language  which,  after  the  first  heat  of  the  reformation 
had  abated,  was  never  so  current  in  the  Anglican  church.* 
In  the  case  of  these  statutes  against  non-conformists  under 
Charles  IL,  revenge  and  fear  seem  to  have  been  the  unmixed 
passions  that  excited  the  church  party  against  those,  whose 
former  superiority  they  remembered,  and  whose  disaflfection 
and  hostility  it  was  impossible  to  doubt,  t 

A  joy  so  excessive  and  indiscriminating  had  accompanied 
DtaattBOo.  the  king's  restoration,  that  no  prudence  or  virtue  in 
c^i^  his  government  could  have  averted  that  re-action  of 
popular  sentiment,  which  inevitably  follows  the  disappoint- 
ment of  unreasonable  hope.  Those  who  lay  their  account 
upon  blessings,  which  no  course  of  political  administration 
can  bestow,  live,  according  to  the  poet's  comparison,  like  the 
sick  man,  perpetually  changing  posture  in  search  of  the  rest 
which  nature  denies ;  the  dupes  of  successive  revolutions, 
sanguine  as  children  in  all  the  novelties  of  politics,  a  new 
constitution,  a  new  sovereign,  a  new  minister,  and  as  angry 

*  A  pamphlet,  with    Baxter's   name  tion  to  the  degree,  quality,  and  ability 

subaoribed,    called    Fair   Warning,    or  of  the  delinquent ;    that  so  the  penalty 

XXV  Reasons  against  Toleration    and  may  be  of  force   sufficient   to   conquer 

Indulgenceof  Popery,  1663,  is  a  pleasant  the  obstinacy  of  the  non-conformists.* 

specimen  of  this  arifumeiUum  tib  infemo.  Wilk.ins*s  Concilia,  iv.  580.  Letters  from 

'*  Being  there  is  but  one  safe  way  to  sal-  Sheldon  to  the  commissary  of  tlie  diocese 

▼ation,  do  you  think  that  the  protestant  of  Canterbury,  in  1669  and  1670^  occur 

way  is  that  way,  or  is  it  not  ?     If  it  be  in  tlie  same    collection,   pp.  588,  589., 

not,  why  do  you  live  in  it  ?     If  it  be,  directing  him  to  inquire  about  conven- 

how  can  you  find  in  your  heart  to  give  tides ;  and  if  they  cannot  be  restrained 

your  subjects  liberty  to  go  another  way  ?  by  ecclesiastical  authority,  to  apply  to 

Can  you,  in  your  conscience,  give  them  the  next  justice  of  the  peace  in  order  to 

leave  to  go  on  in  that  course  in  which,  in  put  them  down.    A  proclamation  appears 

your  conscience,  you  think  you  could  not  also  from  the  king,  enjoining  magistrates 

be  saved  ?  **      Baxter  however  does  not  to  do  this.  In  1 673,  the  archbishop  writes 

mention  this  little  book  in  his  life ;  nor  a  circular  to  his   suffragans,    directing 

does  he  there  speak  violently  about  the  them  to  proceed  against  such  as  keep 

toleration  of  Romanists.  schools  without  licence.     P.  593. 

f  The  clergy  had  petitioned  the  house  See  in  the  Somers  Tracts,  vii.  586.,  a 

of  commons  in  1664,  inter  alia,  **  That  <*  true  and  faithful  narrative"  of  the  ae- 

for  the  better  observation  of  the  Lord*s  verities  practised  against  non-conformists 

day,  and  for  the  promoting  of  conformity,  about  this  time.    Baxter's  Life  is  also  full 

you  would   be   pleased  to  advance  the  of  proofe  of  persecution ;  but  the  most 

pecuniary  mulct  of  twelve  pence  for  each  complete  register  is  in  Calamy*8  acoount 

absence  frt>m  divine  service,  in  propor-  of  tiie  ejected  clergy. 
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widi  the  playthings  when  they  fSall  short  of  their  desires. 
What  then  was  the  discontent  that  must  have  ensued  upon 
the  restoration  of  Charles  IL  ?  The  neglected  cavalier,  the 
persecuted  presbyterian,  the  disbanded  officer,  had  each  his 
grievance ;  and  felt  that  he  was  either  in  a  worse  situation 
than  he  had  formerly  been,  or  at  least  than  he  had  expected 
to  be.  Though  there  were  not  the  violent  acts  of  military 
power,  which  had  struck  every  man's  eyes  under  Cromwell, 
it  cannot  be  said  that  personal  liberty  was  secure,  or  that  the 
magistrates  had  not  considerable  power  of  oppression,  and 
that  pretty  unsparingly  exercised  towards  those  suspected  of 
disafiection.  The  religious  persecution  was  not  only  far 
more  severe  than  it  was  ever  during  the  commonwealth,  but 
perhaps  more  extensively  felt  them  under  Charles  I.  Though 
the  monthly  assessments  for  the  support  of  the  army  ceased 
soon  after  the  restoration,  several  large  grants  were  made 
by  parliament,  especially  during  the  Dutch  war;  and  it 
appears,  that  in  the  first  seven  years  of  Charles  II.  the 
nation  paid  a  far  greater  sum  in  taxes  than  in  any  preceding 
period  of  the  same  duration.*  If  then  the  people  compared 
the  national  fruits  of  their  expenditure,  what  a  contrast  they 
found,  how  deplorable  a  falling  off  in  public  honour  and 
dignity  since  the  days  of  the  magnanimous  usurper  1 1  They 
saw  with  indignation,  that  Dunkirk,  acquired  by  Cromwell, 
had  been  chaffered  away  by  Charles  (a  transaction  justifiable 
perhaps  on  the  mere  biJance  of  profit  and  loss,  but  certainly 
derogatory  to  the  pride  of  a  great  nation)  ;  that  a  war,  need- 
lessly commenced,  had  been  carried  on  with  much  display  of 
bravery  in  our  seamen  and  their  commanders,  but  no  sort  of 
good  conduct  in  the  government ;  and  that  a  petty  northern 
potentate,  who  would  have  trembled  at  the  name  of  the  com- 

*  [Bishop  Parker,  certainly  no  enemy  ns,   in  raising    money ;    **  ilie   nation's 

to  the  administration  of  Charles  1 1.,  owns  extreme  necessity  makes  us  exceedingly 

that  nothing  did  the  king  so  much  hann  tender  whereupon  to  fasten  our  resolu- 

■B  the  immfnsa  grant  of  2,500»0(X)/.  in  tions."     Marreirs  Letters  (in  his  works), 

1764,  to  be  levied  in  three  years;  from  Not.  6.] — 1845. 

which  time  he  thought  that  he  should  f  Pepys    obsenres,  12th  July,  1667, 

never  want  money,  and  put  no  restraint  **  how    every   body    now-a-days   reflect 

on  his  expenses^     Hist,  of  his  own  Time^  upon  Oliver  and  commend  him,  what 

p.  945.     In  the  sesnon  of  1666,  great  brave  things  he  did,  and  made  all  the 

difficulties  were  found,  as  Marvell  tells  neighbour  princes  fear  him."      ^ 

B  2 
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monwealth,  had  broken  his  faith  towards  us  out  of  mere  con- 
tempt of  our  inefficiency.* 

These  discontents  were  heightened  by  the  private  conduct 
Private  life  of  CharlcSy  if  thc  life  of  a  king  can  in  any  sense  be 
of  the  king,  private,  by  a  dissoluteness  and  contempt  of  moral 
opinion,  which  a  nation,  still  in  the  main  grave  and  religious, 
could  not  endure.  The  austere  character  of  the  last  king 
had  repressed  to  a  considerable  degree  the  common  vices  of  a 
court,  which  had  gone  to  a  scandalous  excess  under  James. 
But  the  cavaliers  in  general  affected  a  profligacy  of  manners, 
as  their  distinction  from  the  fanatical  par^,  which  gained 
ground  among  those  who  followed  the  king's  fortunes  in 
exile,  and  became  more  flagrant  after  the  restoration,  t 
Anecdotes  of  court  excesses,  which  required  not  the  aid  of 
exaggeration,  were  in  daily  circulation  through  the  coffee- 
houses ;  those  who  cared  least  about  the  vice,  not  failing  to 
inveigh  against  the  scandal.  It  is  in  the  nature  of  a  limited 
monarchy  that  men  should  censure  very  freely  the  private 
lives  of  their  princes,  as  being  more  exempt  from  that  im- 
moral servility  which  blinds  itself  to  the  distinctions  of  right 
and  wrong  in  elevated  rank.  And  as  a  voluptuous  court  will 
always  appear  prodigal,  because  all  expense  in  vice  is  need- 
less, they  had  die  mortification  of  believing  that  the  public 
revenues  were  wasted  on  the  vilest  associates  of  the  king^s 


*  [Clarendon,  while  he  admits  these  Introduction,     p.  73.      On    the    other 

discontents,  and  complaints  of  the  decay  hand,  sir  Josiah  Child  asserts,  that  there 

of  trade,  asserts  them  to  be  unfounded,  were  more  men  on  change  worth  1 0,00021 

No  estate  could  be  put  up  to  sale  any  where  in  1680  than  there  were  in  1660  worth 

but  a  purchaser  was  found  for  it,  vol.  ii.  lOOOf.,  and  that  a  hundred  coaches  were 

p.  364.      The  main  question,  however,  kept  for  one  formerly.     Lands  yielded 

is,  at   what  rate    he    would    purchase,  twenty  years*  purchase,  which,  when  he 

Rents,  he  owns,  had  suddenly  fallen  25  was  young,  were  not  worth  above  eight 

per  cent,  which  caused  a  clamour  against  or   ten.     See   Macpherson*s   Annals    of 

taxes,  presumed  to  be  the  cause  of  it.  Commerce,  ad  a.  d.  1660.]  — 184.5. 
But  the  truth  is,  that  wheat,  which  had         t  [Life  of  Clarendon,  p.  34.    Perhaps 

been  at  a  very  high  price  for  a  few  years  he  lays  too  much  the  blame  of  this  on 

just  before  and  after  the  restoration,  fell  the  sectaries ;  yet  we  may  suspect  that 

about  1663  ;  and  there  is  no  doubt  that  the  enthusiastic  and  antinomian  conceits 

the  reign  of  Charles  II.  was  not  favour-  of  these  men  had  relaxed  the  old  bonds 

able  to  the  landed  interest     Lady  Sun-  of  morality,  and  paved  the  way  for  the 

derland  tells  us,  in  a  letter  of  1681,  that  more  glaring  licentiousness  of  the  restor- 

**  the  manor  of  Worme-Leighton,  which,  ation.       See  too  Pepys*s  Diary,  Aug.  SI. 

when  I  was  married  [1662],  was  let  for  1660,   for  the  rapid  increase   of  disso- 

3200/.,  is  now  let  for  2300^'*     Sidney's  luteness  about  the  court]  — 1845. 
Diary,  edited  by  Blencowe,  1843.  vol.  i. 
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debauchery.  We  are,  however,  much  indebted  to  the  me- 
mory of  Barbara,  duchess  of  Cleveland,  Louisa,  duchess  of 
Portsmouth,  and  Mrs.  Eleanor  Gwyn.  We  owe  a  tribute 
of  gratitude  to  the  Mays,  the  Killigrews,  the  Chiffinches,  and 
the  Grammonts*  They  played  a  serviceable  part  in  ridding 
the  kingdom  of  its  besotted  loyalty.  They  saved  our  fore- 
fathers from  the  star-chamber,  and  the  high-commission 
court;  they  laboured  in  their  vocation  against  standing 
armies  and  corruption ;  they  pressed  forward  the  great 
ultimate  security  of  English'  freedom,  the  expulsion  of  the 
house  of  Stuart.* 

Among  the  ardent  loyalists  who  formed  the  bulk  of  the 
present  parliament,  a  certain  number  of  a  different 
dass  had  been  returned,  not  sufficient  of  themselves  in  pariu. 
to  constitute  a  very  effective  minority,  but  of  consi- 
derable importance  as  a  nucleus,  round  which  the  lesser  fac- 
tions that  circumstances  should  produce,  might  be  gathered. 
Long  sessions,  and  a  long  continuance  of  the  same  parlia- 
ment, have  an  inevitable  tendency  to  generate  a  systematic 
opposition  to  the  measures  of  the  crown,  which  it  requires 
all  vigilance  and  management  to  hinder  from  becoming  too 
powerful.  The  sense  of  personal  importance,  the  desire  of 
occupation  in  business  (a  very  characteristic  propensity  of  the 
English  gentry),  the  various  inducepients  of  private  passion 
and  interest,  bring  forward  so  many  active  spirits,  that  it 
was,  even  in  that  age,  as  reasonable  to  expect  that  the  ocean 
should  always  be  tranquil,  as  that  a  house  of  commons  should 
continue  long  to  do  the  king's  bidding,  with  any  kind  of 

*  The  jVf^moires  de  Grammont  are  have  always  an  awful  moral ;  and  in  the 
kaoirn  to  every  body ;  and  are  almost  light  portraits  of  the  court  of  Versailles 
unique  in  their  kind,  not  only  for  the  (such,  sometimes,  as  we  might  otherwise 
grace  of  their  style  and  the  vivacity  of  almost  blush  to  peruse,)  we  have  before 
their  .pictures,  but  for  the  happy  igno-  us  the  hand- writing  on  the  wall,  the 
nmce  in  which  the  author  seems  to  have  winter  whirlwind  hushed  in  its  grim  re- 
liTed,  that  any  one  of  its  readers  could  pose,  and  expecting  its  prey,  the  ven- 
imagine  that  there  are  such  things  as  geance  of  an  oppressed  people,  and  long- 
virtue  and  principle  in  the  world.  In  forbearing  Deity.  No  such  retribution 
the  delirium  of  thoughtless  voluptuous-  fell  on  the  courtiers  of  Charles  II.,  but 
ness  they  resemble  some  of  the  memoirs  they  earned  in  their  own  age,  what  has 
about  the  end  of  liouis  XV.'s  reign,  and  descended  to  posterity,  though  possibly 
somewhat  later ;  though  I  think,  even  in  very  indifferent  to  themselves,  the  disgust 
these,  there  is  generally  some  effort,  here  and  aversion  of  all  that  was  respectable 
and  there,  at  moral  censure,  or  some  among  mankind. 
aflectation  oT  sensibility.     Thsy,  indeed, 
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unanimity  or  submission.     Nothing  can  more  demonstrate 
the  incompatibility  of  the  tory  scheme,  which  would  place 
the  virtual  and  effective,  as  well  as  nominal,  administration 
of  the  executive  government  in  the  sole  hands  of  the  crown, 
with  the  existence  of  a  representative   assembly,  than  the 
history  of  this  long  parliament  of  Charles  II.*     None  has 
ever   been  elected   in  circumstances   so  favourable   for  die 
crown,  none  ever  brought  with  it  such  high  notions  of  prero- 
gative ;    yet  in  this  assembly  a  party  soon   grew  up,  and 
gained  strength  in  every  successive  year,  which  the  king 
could  neither  direct  nor  subdue.     The  methods  of  bribery,  to 
which  the  court  had  largely  recourse,  though  they  certainly 
diverted  some  of  the  measures,  and  destroyed  the  character, 
of  this  opposition,  proved  in  the  end  like  those  dangerous 
medicines,  which  palliate  the  instant  symptoms  of  a  disease 
that  they  aggravate.     The  leaders  of  this  parliament  were, 
in  general,  very  corrupt  men ;  but  they  knew  better  than  to 
quit  the  power  which  made  them  worth  purchase.    Thus  the 
house  of  commons  matured  and   extended  those  rights  of 
inquiring   into  and   controlling  the   management  of  public 
afiairs,  which  had  caused  so  much  dispute  in  former  times  ; 
and,  as  the  exercise  of  these  functions  became  more  habitual, 
and  passed  with  little  or  no  open  resistance  from  the  crown, 
the  people  learned  to  reckon  them  unquestionable  or  even 
fundamental ;    and  were   prepared  for   that   more   perfect 
settlement  of  the  constitution  on  a  more  republican  basis, 
which  took  place  after  the  revolution.    The  reign  of  Charles 
II.,  though  displaying  some  stretches  of  arbitrary  power,  and 
threatening  a  great  deal  more,  was,  in  fact,  the  transitional 
state  between  the  ancient  and  modem  schemes  of  the  English 
constitution ;  between  that  course  of  government  where  the 
executive  power,  so  far  as  executive,  was  very  little  bounded 
except  by  the  laws,  and  that  where  it  can  only  be  carried  on. 


•  [Aubrey  relates  a  saying  of  Hairing-  will  all  turn  commonwealth's  men." 
ton  just  before  the  restoration,  which  Letters  of  Aubrey  and  otliers,  from  the 
shows  his  sagacity.  **  Well  I  the  king  Bodleian,  yoI.  ii.  p.  S73.  By  common- 
will  come  in.  Let  him  come  in  and  wealth's  men,  he  probably  meant  only 
call  a  parliament  of  the  greatest  cavaliers  men  who  would  stand  up  for  public 
in  England,  so  they  be  men  of  estates,  liberty  against  the  crown.]  — 1845. 
and  let  them  sit  but  seven  years,  and  they 
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even  within  its  own  province,  by  the  consent  and  co-opera- 
tion, in  a  great  measure,  of  the  parliament. 

The  commons  took  advantage  of  the  pressure  which  the 
war  with  Holland  brought  on  the  administration,  to 
establish  two  very  important  principles  on  the  basis  ati^?S  wp. 
of  their  sole  right  of  taxation.  The  first  of  these  ^  ^' 
was  the  appropriation  of  supplies  to  limited  purposes.  This 
indeed  was  so  far  from  an  absolute  novelty,  diat  it  found 
precedents  in  the  reigns  of  Richard  II.  and  Henry  IV. ;  a 
period  when  the  authority  of  the  house  of  commons  was  at 
a  very  high  pitch.  No  subsequent  instance,  I  believe,  was 
on  record  till  the  year  16S4,  when  the  last  parliament  of 
James  I.,  at  the  king's  own  suggestion,  directed  their  supply 
for  the  relief  of  the  Palatinate  to  be  paid  into  the  hands  of 
commissioners  named  by  themselves.  There  were  cases  of 
a  similar  nature  in  the  year  1641,  which,  though  of  course 
they  could  no  longer  be  upheld  as  precedents,  had  accustomed 
the  house  to  the  idea  that  they  had  something  more  to  do 
than  simply  to  grant  money,  without  any  security  or  pro- 
vision for  its  application.  In  the  session  of  1665,  accord- 
ingly, an  enormous  supply,  as  it  then  appeared,  of  l,2dO,000/., 
after  one  of  double  that  amount  in  the  preceding  year,  having 
been  voted  for  the  Dutch  war,  sir  George  Downing,  one  of 
the  teUers  of  the  exchequer,  introduced  into  the  subsidy  bill 
a  proviso,  that  the  money  raised  by  virtue  of  that  act  should 
be  applicable  only  to  the  purposes  of  the  war.*  Clarendon 
inveighed  with  fury  against  this,  as  an  innovation  derogatory 
to  the  honour  of  the  crown ;  but  the  king  himself,  having 
listened  to  some  who  persuaded  him  that  the  money  would 
be  advanced  more  easily  by  the  bankers,  in  anticipation  of 
the  revenue,  upon  this  better  security  for  speedy  re-payment, 
insisted  that  it  should  not  be  thrown  outt     That  supplies, 

*  Tills  was  earned  on  a  division  by  is  repeated  next  year,   and  has  become 

172  to  102.    Journals,  25th  November,  regular.    [**  The  bankers  did  not  consist 

1665.      It  was  to  be  raised  *<in  a  regu-  of  above  the  number  of  five  or  six  men, 

lated  subsidiary  way,  reducing  the  same  some  whereof  were  aldermen  and  had 

to  a  certainty  in  idl  counties,  so  as  no  been  lord  mayors  of  London,  and  all  the 

persooy  for  his  real  or  personal  estate,  be  rest   were  aldermen    or    had  fined   for 

exempted.**      They  seem   to   have   had  aldermen.     They  were  a  tribe  that  had 

some  difiiculty  in  raisins  this  vast  sub-  risen  and  grown  up  in  Cromwell's  time, 

sidy.     Parliamentary  History,  305.  and  never  were  heard  of  before  the  late 

f  17  Car.  II.  c.  1.     The  same  clause  troubles,   till   when  the  whole  trade  of 
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granted  by  parliament,  are  only  to  be  expended  for  parti- 
cular objects  specified  by  itself,  became,  from  this  time,  an 
undisputed  principle,  recognised  by  frequent  and  at  length 
constant  practice.  It  drew  with  it  the  necessity  of  estimates 
regularly  laid  before  the  house  of  commons ;  and,  by  exposing 
the  management  of  the  public  revenues,  has  given  to  parlia- 
ment, not  only  a  real  and  effective  control  over  an  essential 
branch  of  the  executive  administration,  but,  in  some  measure, 
rendered  them  partakers  in  it.  * 

It  was  a  consequence  of  this  right  of  appropriation,  that  the 
house  of  commons  should  be  able  to  satisfy  itself  as 
orl^l!Mte^°  to  the  expenditure  of  their  monies  in  the  services  for 
*^"°  which  they  were  voted.  But  they  might  claim  a 
more  extensive  function,  as  naturally  derived  from  their  power 
of  opening  and  closing  the  public  purse,  that  of  investigating 
the  wisdom,  faithfulness,  and  economy  with  which  their 
grants  had  been  expended.  For  this  too  there  was  some 
show  of  precedents  in  the  ancient  days  of  Henry  IV. ;  but 
what  undoubtedly  had  most  influence  was  the  recollection, 
that  during  the  late  civil  war,  and  in  the  times  of  the  com- 
monwealth, the  house  had  superintended,  through  its  com- 
mittees, the  whole  receipts  and  issues  of  the  national  treasury. 
This  had  not  been  much  practised  since  the  restoration.  But 
in  the  year  1666,  the  large  cost  and  indifferent  success  of  the 
Dutch  war  begetting  vehement  suspicions,  not  only  of  pro- 
fuseness  but  of  diversion  of  the  public  money  from  its  proper 
purposes,  the  house  appointed  a  committee  to  inspect  the 
accounts  of  the  officers  of  the  navy,  ordnance,  and  stores, 
which  were  laid  before  them,  as  it  appears,  by  the  king's 
direction.  This  committee  after  some  time,  having  been  pro- 
bably found  deficient  in  powers,  and  particularly  being  incom- 
petent to  administer  an  oath,  the  house  determined  to  proceed 
in  a  more  -novel  and  vigorous  manner ;  and  sent  up  a  bill, 
nominating  commissioners  to  inspect  the  public  accounts,  who 

money  had  passed  through  the  hands  of  *  Life  of  Clarendon,  p.  315.    Hatseira 

the  scriveners.     Tliey  were,  for  the  most  Precedents,  iii.  80.      The   principle  of 

part,goldsmitbs,menknowntobesorich,  appropriation  was  not  carried   into  fuU 

and  of  so  good  reputation,  that  all  the  effect  till  after  the  revolution.     Id.  179. 

money  of  the  kingdom  would  be  trusted  484. 
or  deposited  in  their  hands.**    Life  of 
Clarendon,  voL  iiL  p.  7.] — 1845. 
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were  to  possess  fall  powers  of  inquiry^  and  to  report  with 
respect  to  such  persons  as  they  should  find  to  have  broken 
their  trust  The  immediate  object  of  this  inquiry,  so  far  as 
spears  from  lord  Clarendon's  mention  of  it,  was  rather  to 
discover  whether  the  treasurers  had  not  issued  money  vidthout 
legal  warrant  than  to  enter  upon  the  details  of  its  expenditure. 
But  that  minister,  bigoted  to  his  tory  creed  of  prerogative, 
thought  it  the  highest  presumption  for  a  parliament  to  inter- 
meddle with  the  course  of  government.  He  spoke  of  this 
bill  as  an  encroachment  and  usurpation  that  had  no  limits, 
and  pressed  the  king  to  be  firm  in  his  resolution  never  to 
consent  to  it.*  Nor  was  the  king  less  averse  to  a  parlia- 
mentary commission  of  this  nature,  as  well  from  a  jealousy 
of  its  interference  with  his  prerogative,  as  from  a  conscious- 
ness which  Clarendon  himself  suggests,  that  great  sums  had 
been  issued  by  his  orders,  which  could  not  be  put  in  any  pub- 
He  account ;  that  is  (for  we  can  give  no  other  interpretation), 
that  the  monies  granted  for  the  war,  and  appropriated  by 
statute  to  that  service,  had  been  diverted  to  supply  his  wasteful 
and  debauched  course  of  pleasures,  t  It  was  the  suspicion, 
or  rather  private  knowledge  of  this  criminal  breach  of  trust, 
which  had  led  to  the  bill  in  question.  But  such  a  slave  was 
Clarendon  to  his  narrow  prepossessions,  that  he  would  rather 

*  lile  of  Clarendon,  p.  368.     Burnet  nent  have  given  in  this  time  for  the  war, 

obserres  it  was  looked  upon  at  the  time  which  hath  amounted  to  about  4,000,000^., 

as  a  great  innovation,  p.  SS5.  which  nobody  there  eould  answer ;  but  I 

f  Pepys*8  Diary  has  lately  fhmiahed  perceive  they  did  doubt  what  his  answer 
some  things  worthy  to  be  extracted,  could  be.**  Sept.  23.  1666.  —  The  mo- 
*  Mr.  W.  and  I  by  water  to  Whitehall,  ney  tfranted  the  king  for  the  war  he  after- 
and  there  at  sir  George  Carteret's  lodg-  wards  reckons  at  5,590,000^,  and  the 
ings  sir  William  Coventry  met ;  and  we  debt  at  900,000/.  The  charge  stated 
did  debate  the  whole  business  of  our  ac-  only  at  3,200,000^1  **  So  what  is  become 
eounts  to  the  parliament ;  where  it  ap-  of  adl  this  sum,  2,390,000/.  I*'  He  men- 
pears  to  US  that  the  charge  of  the  war  tions  afterwards,  Oct.  8.,  the  proviso  in  the 
from  Sept.  1.  1664,  to  this  Michaelmas,  poll-tai  bill,  that  there  shall  be  a  commit- 
wiU  have  been  but  3,200,000/.,  and  tee  of  nine  persons  to  have  the  inspection 
we  have  paid  in  that  time  somewhat  on  oath  of  all  the  accounts  of  the  money 
about  8,900,00011,  so  that  we  owe  about  given  and  spent  for  the  war,  *<  which  makes 
9OO,O00iL  1  but  our  method  of  accounting,  the  king  and  court  mad ;  Ihe  king  having 
though  it  cannot,  t  bdieve,  be  hr  wide  given  orderto  my  lord  chamberlam  to  send 
fiotn  the  mark,  yet  will  not  abide  a  strict  to  the  play-houses  and  brothels,  to  bid  all 
examination,  if  the  parliament  should  be  the  parliament  men  that  were  there  to  go 
troubleaome.  Here  happened  a  pretty  to  the  parliament  presently ;  but  it  was 
qnestioa  of  ar  William  Coventry,  whe-  carried  against  the  court  by  thirty  or  forty 
tber  thia  account  of  ours  will  not  put  my  voices."  It  was  thought,  he  says,  Dec. 
lord  treasurer  to  a  difficulty  to  tell  what  12.,  that  above  400,0M)L  had  gone  into 
is  become  of  all  the  money  the  parlia-  the  privy  purse  since  the  war. 
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see  the  dissolute  excesses  which  he  abhorred  suck  nourishment 
from  that  revenue  which  had  been  allotted  to  maintain  the 
national  honour  and  interests,  and  which,  by  its  deficiencies 
thus  aggravated,  had  caused  even  in  this  very  year  the  navy 
to  be  laid  up,  and  the  coasts  to  be  left  defenceless,  than  suflfer 
them  to  be  restrained  by  the  only  power  to  which  thoughtless 
luxury  would  submit.  He  opposed  the  bill  therefore  in  the 
house  of  lords,  as  he  confesses,  with  much  of  that  intemperate 
warmth  which  distinguished  him,  and  with  a  contempt  of  the 
lower  house  and  its  authority,  as  imprudent  in  respect  to  his 
own  interests  as  it  was  unbecoming  and  unconstitutional* 
The  king  prorogued  parliament  while  the  measure  was  de- 
pending ;  but  in  hopes  to  pacify  the  house  of  commons,  pro- 
mised to  issue  a  commission  under  the  great  seal  for  the 
examination  of  public  accountants*  ;  an  expedient  which  was 
not  likely  to  bring  more  to  light  than  suited  his  purpose- 
But  it  does  not  appear  that  this  royal  commission,  though 
actually  prepared  and  sealed,  was  ever  carried  into  effect ; 
for  in  the  ensuing  session,  the  great  minister's  downfall 
having  occurred  in  the  mean  time,  the  house  of  commons 
brought  forward  again  their  bill,  which  passed  into  a  law. 
It  invested  the  commissioners  therein  nominated  with  very 
extensive  and  extraordinary  powers,  both  as  to  auditing  public 
accounts,  and  investigating  the  frauds  that  had  taken  place  in 
the  expenditure  of  money,  and  employment  of  stores.  They 
were  to  examine  upon  oath,  to  summon  inquests  if  they  thought 
fit,  to  commit  persons  disobeying  their  orders  to  prison  with- 
out bail,  to  determine  finally  on  the  charge  and  discharge  of 
all  accountants ;  the  barons  of  the  exchequer,  upon  a  certifi- 
cate of  their  judgment,  were  to  issue  process  for  recovering 
money  to  the  king's  use,  as  if  there  had  been  an  immediate 
judgment  of  their  own  court.  Reports  were  to  be  made  of 
the  commissioners*  proceedings  from  time  to  time  to  the  king 
and  to  both  houses  of  parliament*  None  of  the  commissioners 
were  members  of  either  house.  The  king,  as  may  be  sup- 
posed, gave  way  very  reluctantly  to  this  interference  with  his 
expenses.  It  brought  to  light  a  great  deal  of  abuse  and  mis- 
application of  the  public  revenues,  and  contributed  doubtless 

*  Life  of  Clarendon,  p.  392. 
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m  no  small  degree  to  destroy  the  house's  confidence  in  the 
int^rity  of  government,  and  to  promote  a  more  jealous 
watchfulness  of  the  king^s  designs.*  At  the  next  meetmg 
of  parliament,  in  October,  l669f  sir  George  Carteret,  trea^ 
surer  of  the  navy,  was  expelled  the  house  for  issuing  money 
without  legal  warrant. 

Sir  Edward  Hyde,  whose  influence  had  been  almost  anni- 
hilated in  the  last  years  of  Charles  L  through  the 
inveterate  hatred  of  the  queen  and  those  who  sur-  cuucndi£*s 
rounded  her,  acquired  by  degrees  the  entire  confi-  **""" 
dence  of  the  young  king,  and  baffled  all  the  intrigues  of  his 
enemies.  Guided  by  him,  in  all  serious  matters,  during  the 
latter  years  of  his  exile,  Charles  followed  his  counsels  almost 
implicitly  in  the  difficult  crisis  of  the  restoration.  The  office 
of  chancellor  and  the  title  of  earl  of  Clarendon  were  the  proofs 
of  the  king's  favour  ;  but  in  effect,  through  the  indolence  and 
ill  health  of  Southampton,  as  well  as  their  mutual  friendship, 
he  was  the  real  minister  of  the  crown,  t  By  the  clandestine 
marriage  of  his  daughter  with  the  duke  of  York,  he  changed 
one  brother  from  an  enemy  to  a  sincere  and  zealous  friend, 
without  forfeiting  the  esteem  and  favour  of  the  other.  And 
though  he  was  wise  enough  to  dread  the  invidiousness  of 
such  an  elevation,  yet  for  several  years  it  by  no  means  seemed 
to  render  his  influence  less  secure,  t 


*  19  &  20  Car.  II.    e.  I.     'Burnet,  was  the  cause  of  undoing  the  nation  as 

p.  374.     They  reported  unaccounted  ba-  much  as  any  thing  ;  "  yet,  if  I  knew  aU 

lauces  of  1,509,1611,  besides  much  that  the  difficulties  he  has  lain  under,  and  his 

was  questionable  in  the  payments.     But,  instrument  sir  Philip  Warwick,  I  might 

acooitling  to  Ralph,  p.  177.,  the  com-  be  of  another  mind.**     May  16.  1667. — 

missioners  had  acted  with  more  technical  He  was  willing  to  have  done  something, 

rigour  than  equity,  surcharging  the  ae-  Clarendon  tells  us,  p.  415.,  to  gratify  the 

countants  for  all  sums  not  expended  since  presbyterians ;   on   which   account,   the 

the  war  began,  though  actually  expended  bishops  thought  him  not  enough  affected 

Ibr  the  purposes  of  preparation.  to  the  church.     His  friend  endeavours  to 

t  Burnet,  p.  130.     Southampton  left  extenuate  this  heinous  sin  of  tolerant  prin- 

all  the  business  of  the  treasury,  according  ciples. 

to  Burnet,  p.  131.,  in  the  hands  of  sir        ^  The  behayiour  of  lord  Clarendon  on 

Philip  Warwick,  **  a  weak  but  incorrupt  this  occasion  was  so  extraordinary,  that 

man.**   The  king,  he  says,  chose  to  put  up  no  credit  could  have  been  given  to  any 

up  with   his  contradiction  rather  than  other  account  than  his  own.     The  duke 

BMke  him  popular  by  dismissing  him.  of  York,  he  says,  informed  the  king  of  the 

But  in  feet,  as  we  see  by  Clarendon's  in-  affection  and  friendship   that  had  long 

stance,  the  king  retained  his  ministers  been  between  him  and  the  young  lady ; 

long  after  he  was  displeased  with  them,  that  they  had  been  long  contracted,  and 

Southampton's  remissness  and  slowness,  that  she  was  with  child ;  and  therefore 

BotvithsUnding  hu  integrity,  Pepys  says,  requested  his   m^esty's  leave  that  he 
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Both  in  their  characters  however,  and  turn  of  thinking, 
there  was  so  little  conformity  between  Clarendon  and  his 


might  publicly  marry  her.  The  marquis  Tliat  any  man  of  sane  intellects  should 
of  Ormond  by  the  king's  order  commu-  fall  into  such  an  extravagance  of  passion, 
nicated  this  to  the  chancellor,  who  "broke  is  suflBciently  wonderful ;  that  he  should 
out  into  an  immoderate  passion  against  sit  down  in  cool  blood  several  years  after^ 
the  wickedness  of  his  daughter ;  and  said,  wards  to  relate  it,  is  still  more  so ;  and 
with  all  imaginable  earnestness,  that  as  perhaps  we  shall  carry  our  candour  to  an 
soon  as  he  came  home,  he  would  turn  her  excess,  if  we  do  not  set  down  the  whole 
out  of  his  house  as  a  strumpet  to  shift  for  of  this  scene  to  oyeracted  hypocrisy, 
herself,  and  would  never  see  her  again.  Charles  II.,  we  may  be  very  sure,  could 
They  told  him  that  his  pasnon  was  too  see  it  in  no  other  light  And  here  I  must 
violent  to  administer  good  counsel  to  take  notice,  by  the  way,  of  the  singular 
him ;  that  they  thought  that  the  duke  observation  the  worthy  editor  of  Bur- 
was  married  to  his  daughter,  and  that  net  has  made :  *<  King  Charles's  conduct 
there  were  other  measures  to  be  taken  in  this  business  was  excellent  through- 
than  those  which  the  disorder  he  was  in  out;  that  of  Clarendon  tcorthy  can  aneient 
had  suggested  to  him.  Whereupon  he  Renum.*'  We  have  indeed  a  Roman  pre- 
fell  into  new  commotions ;  and  said,  If  cedent  for  subduing  the  sentiments  of 
that  were  true,  he  was  well  prepared  to  nature  rather  than  permitting  a  daughter 
advise  what  was  to  be  done ;  that  he  had  to  incur  disgrace  through  the  pasaons  of 
much  rather  his  daughter  should  be  the  the  great ;  but  I  think  Virginius  would 
duke's  whore  than  his  wife :  in  the  for-  not  quite  have  understood  the  feelings  of 
mer  case,  nobody  could  blame  him  for  Clarendon.  Such  virtue  was  more  like 
the  resolution  he  had  taken,  for  he  was  what  Montesquieu  calls  <*  I'h^ro'isme  de 
not  obliged  to  keep  a  whore  for  the  TesclaTage,"  and  was  just  fit  for  the  court 
greatest  prince  alive  ;  and  the  indignity  of  Gondar.  But  with  all  this  violence 
to  himself  he  would  submit  to  the  good  that  he  records  of  himself,  he  deviates 
pleasure  of  God.  But,  if  there  were  any  greatly  from  the  truth :  *<  The  king  (he 
reason  to  suspect  the  other,  he  was  ready  says)  ai^rwards  spoke  every  day  about 
to  give  a  positive  judgment,  in  which  he  it,  and  told  the  chancellor  that  he  must 
hoped  their  lordships  would  concur  with  behave  himself  wisely,  for  that  the  thing 
him,  that  the  king  should  immediately  was  remediless,  and  that  his  majesty  knew 
cause  the  woman  to  be  tent  to  the  Tower  that  they  were  married ;  which  would 
(tnd  cast  into  the  dungeon,  under  so  strict  quickly  appear  to  all  men  who  knew 
a  guard  that  no  person  living  should  be  that  nothing  could  be  done  upon  it.  In 
admitted  to  come  to  her ;  and  then  that  this  time  the  chancellor  had  conferred 
an  act  of  parliament  should  he  immediately  with  his  daughter,  without  any  thing  of 
pataedfor  cuUing  off  her  head,  to  which  he  indulgence,  and  not  only  discovered  that 
wotdd  not  only  give  hit  content,  but  would  they  were  unquestionably  married,  but 
very  willingly  be  the  first  man  that  should  by  whom,  and  who  were  pretent  at  it,  who 
propose  it.  And  whoever  knew  the  man,  would  be  ready  to  avow  it ;  which  pleased 
will  believe  that  he  said  all  this  very  him  not,  though  it  diverted  him  from 
heartily."  Lord  Southampton,  he  pro-  using  some  of  that  rigour  which  he  in- 
ceeds  to  inform  us,  on  the  king's  en-  tended.  And  he  saw  no  other  remedy 
tering  the  room  at  the  time,  said  very  could  be  applied  but  that  which  he  bad 
naturally,  that  the  chancellor  was  mad,  proposed  to  the  king,  who  thought  of 
and  had  proposed  such  extravagant  things  nothing  like  it "  Life  of  Clarendon,  29. 
that  he  was  no  more  to  be  consulted  et  post. 

with.     This;,  however,  did  not  bring  him  Every  one  would  conclude  from  this, 

to  his  senses ;  for  he  repeated  his  strange  that  a  marriage  had  been  solemnised,  if 

proposal  of  "  sending  her  presently  to  the  not  before  their  arrival  in  England,  yet 

Tower,  and  the   rest ;  "  imploring   the  before  the  chancellor  had  this  conference 

king  to  take  this  course,  as  the  only  ex-  with  his  daughter.     It  i^pears  however 

pedient  that  could  free  him  from  the  evils  from  the  duke  of  York's  declaration  in 

that  thb  business  would  otherwise  bring  the  books  of  the  privy  council,  quoted  by 

upon  him.  Ralph,  p.  40.,  that  he  was  contracted  to 
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master,  that  the  oontinuaiioe  of  his  ascendancy  can  only  be 
attributed  to  the  power  of  early  habit  over  the  most  thought- 
less tempers.  But  it  rarely  happens  that  kings  do  not  ulti- 
mately shake  off  these  fetters,  and  release  themselves  from 
the  sort  of  subjection  which  they  feel  in  acting  always  by  the 
same  advisers.  Charles,  acute  himself  and  cool-headed,  could 
not  &il  to  discover  the  passions  and  prejudices  of  his  minister, 
even  if  he  had  wanted  the  suggestion  of  others  who,  without 
reasoning  on  such  broad  principles  as  Clarendon,  were  per- 
haps his  superiors  in  judging  of  temporary  business.  He 
wished  too,  as  is  common,  to  depreciate  a  wisdom,  and  to 

Ann  Hyde  on  the  84th  of  November,  stanees  of  their  marriage.     And,  in  fine, 

1659,  at  Breda ;  and  after  that  time  lived  it  is  confessed  that  they  were  not  fully 

vitb  her  as  his  wife,  though  very  secretly ;  married  till  about  a  month  or  two  before 

he  married  her  3d  Sept.  1660,  according  she  was  brought  to  bed ;  but  that  they 

to  the  English  ritual,  lord  Ossory  giving  were  contracted  long  before,   and   [were 

her  away.      The  first  child  was  bom  married]  time  enough  for  the  child  to  be 

Oct  82.  1660     Now  whether  the  con-  legitimate.     But  I  do  not  hear  that  it 

tract  were  suflicient  to  constitute  a  valid  was  put  to  the  judges  to  determine  that 

marriage,  will  depend  on   two  things;  it  was  so  or  not.*'     [There  was  no  ques- 

fiisty  upon  the  law  existing  at  Breda ;  tion  to  put  about  the  child*s  legitimacy, 

secondly,  upon  the  applicability  of  what  which  was  beyond  all  doubt]     He  had 

k  commonly  called  the  rule  of  the  lex  said  before  that  lord  Sandwich  told  him, 

loci,  to  a  marriage  between  such  persons  17th  Oct  1660,  **  the  king  wanted  him 

according  to  the  received  notions  of  En-  [the  duke]  to  marry  her,  but  he  would 

^ish  lawyers  in  that   age.     But,  even  not'*     This  seems  at  first  sight  incon- 

admitting  all  this,  it  is  still  manifest  that  sistent  with  what  James   says   himself. 

Clarendon's  expressions  point  to  an  actual  But  at  this   time,  though  the   private 

odebration,  and  are  ccmseqaently  intended  marriage  had  really  taken  place,  he  had 

to  mislead  the  reader.     Certain  it  is,  that  been  persuaded  by  a  most  infamous  con- 

at  the  time  the  contract  seems  to  have  spiracy  of  some  profligate  courtiers  that 

been  reckoned  only  an  honorary  obli-  the  lady  was  of  a  licentious  character, 

gation.  James  teUs  us  himself  (Macpher-*  and  that  Berkeley,  afterwards  lord  Fal- 

aon*s  Extracts,  p.  17.)  that  he  promised  mouth,  had  enjoyed   her  favours.     Life 

to  marry  her;  and  "though  when  he  of  Clarendon,  33.     It  must  be  presumed 

asked  the  king  for  his  leave,  he  reftised  that  those  men  knew  only  of  a  contract 

and  dissuaded  him  from  it,  yet  at  last  which  they  thought  he  could  break.  Ha- 

be  oppoaed   it  no  more,  and  the  duke  milton,  in  the  Memoirs  of  Grammont, 

married  her  privately,  and  owned  it  some  speaks  of  this  transaction  with  his  usual 

tinse  after.**      His  bic^rapber,  writing  levity,  though  the  parties  showed  them- 

from  James*8  own  manuscript,  adds,  **  it  selves  as  destitute  of  spirit  as  of  honour 

may  well  be  supposed  that  my  lord  chan-  and  humanity.     Clarendon,  we  must  be- 

edlor  did  his  part,  but  with  great  caution  lieve  (and  the  most  favourable  hypothesis 

and  oreamspeetion,  to  soften  the  king  in  for  him  is  to  give  up  his  veracity),  would 

that  matter  which  in  every  respect  seemed  not  permit  his  daughter  to  be  made  the 

so  much  for  his  own  advantage.*'     Life  of  victim  of  a  few  perjured  debauchees,  and 

JanMs,  387.     And  Pepys  inserts  in  his  of  her  husband's  fickleness  or  credulity. 

diary,  Feb.  83.  1661,  **  Mr.  H.  told  me  [Upon  reconsidering  this  note,  I  think  it 

how  my  lord  chancellor  had  lately  got  probable  that  Clarendon*s  conversation 

the  duke  of  York  and  duchess,  and  her  with  his  daughter,  when  he  ascertained 

woman,  my  lord  Ossory  and  a  doctor,  to  her  marriage,  was  subsequent  to  the  3d 

nmke  oath  before  most  of  the  judges  of  of  September.     It  la  always  difficult  to 

ibm  kiDgdoni,  ooneeraing  all  the  circum-  make  out  his  dates.] — 1845. 
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suspect  a  virtue,  which  seemed  to  reproach  his  own  vice  and 
folly.  Nor  has  Clarendon  spared  those  remonstrances  against 
the  king's  course  of  life,  which  are  seldom  borne  without  im- 
patience or  resentment.  He  was  strongly  suspected  by  the 
king  as  well  as  his  courtiers  (though,  according  to  his  own 
account,  without  any  reason)  of  having  promoted  the  mar- 
riage of  miss  Stewart  with  the  duke  of  Richmond.*  But 
above  all  he  stood  in  the  way  of  projects,  which,  though  still 
probably  unsettled,  were  floating  in  the  king^s  mind.  No 
one  was  more  zealous  to  uphold  the  prerogative  at  a  height 
where  it  must  overtop  and  chill  with  its  shadow  the  privileges 
of  the  people.  No  one  was  more  vigilant  to  limit  the  func- 
tions of  parliament,  or  more  desirous  to  see  them  confiding 
and  submissive.  But  there  were  landmarks  which  he  could 
never  be  brought  to  transgress.  He  would  prepare  the  road 
for  absolute  monarchy,  but  not  introduce  it ;  he  would  assist 
to  batter  down  the  walls,  but  not  to  march  into  the  town. 
His  notions  of  what  the  English  constitution  ought  to  be, 
appear  evidently  to  have  been  derived  from  the  times  of 
Elizabeth  and  James  I.,  to  which  he  frequently  refers  with 
approbation.  In  the  history  of  that  age,  he  found  much  that 
could  not  be  reconciled  to  any  liberal  principles  of  govern- 
ment. But  there  were  two  things  which  he  certainly  did 
not  find ;  a  revenue  capable  of  meeting  an  extraordinary 
demand  without  parliamentary  supply,  and  a  standing  army. 
Hence  he  took  no  pains,  if  he  did  not  even,  as  is  asserted  by 
Burnet,  discourage  the  proposal  of  others,  to  obtain  sudi  a 
fixed  annual  revenue  for  the  king  on  the  restoration,  as  would 
have  rendered  it  very  rarely  necessary  to  have  recourse  to  par- 
liament t,  and  did  not  advise  the  keeping  up  any  part  of  the 

*  Hamilton  mentions  this  as  the  cur-  mortally  for  it.   P.  223.  It  is  the  fiisbion 

rent  rumour  of  the  court,  and  Burnet  has  to  discredit  all  that  Burnet  says.     But 

done  the  same.     But  Clarendon  himself  observe  what  tre  may  read  in   Pepys : 

denies  that  he  had  any  concern  in  it,  or  **  Sir  W.  Coventry  did  tell  me  it  as  the 

any  acquaintance  with  the  parties.     He  wisest  thing  that  was  ever  said  to  the 

wrote  in  too  humble  a  strain  to  the  king  king  by  any  statesman  of  his  time  ;  and 

on  the  subject.     Life  of  Clar.  p.  454.  it  was  by  my  lord  treasurer  that  is  dead^ 

f  Burnet  says  that  Southampton  bad  whom,  I  find,  lie  takes  for  a  very  great 

come  into  a  scheme  of  obtaining  2,000,00CV«  statesman,  that  when  the  king  did  show 

as  the  annual  revenue ;  which  was  pre-  himself  forward  for  passing  the  act  of 

vented  by  Clarendon,  lest  it  should  put  indemnity,  he  did  advise  the  king  that 

the  king  out  of  need  of  parliaments,  he  would  hold  his  hand  in  doing  it,  tall 

This  the  king  found  out,  and  hated  him  he  had  got  his  power  restored  that  had 
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anny.  That  a  few  troops  were  retained,  was  owing  to  the 
duke  of  York.  Nor  did  he  go  the  length  that  was  expected 
in  procuring  the  repeal  of  all  the  laws  that  had  been  enacted 
in  the  long  parliament.* 

These  omissions  sank  deep  in  Charles's  heart,  especially 
when  he  found  that  he  had  to  deal  with  an  unmanageable 
house  of  commons,  and  must  fight  the  battle  for  arbitrary 
power ;  which  might  have  been  achieved,  he  thought,  with- 
out a  struggle  by  his  minister.  There  was  still  less  hope  of 
obtaining  any  concurrence  from  Clarendon  in  the  king's 
designs  as  to  religion.  Though  he  does  not  once  hint  at  it 
in  his  writings,  there  can  be  little  doubt  that  he  must  have 
suspected  his  master's  inclination  towards  the  church  of  Rome. 
The  duke  of  York  considered  this  as  the  most  likely  cause 
of  his  remissness  in  not  sufficiently  advancing  the  pre- 
rogative.t  He  was  always  opposed  to  the  various  schemes 
of  a  general  indulgence  towards  popery,  not  only  from  his 
strongly  protestant  principles  and  his  dislike  of  all  toleration, 
but  from  a  prejudice  against  the  body  of  the  English 
catholics,  whom  he  thought  to  arrogate  more  on  the  ground 
of  merit  than  they  could  claim.  That  interest,  so  powerful 
at  court,  was  decidedly  hostile  to  the  chancellor;  for  the  duke 
of  York,  who  strictly  adhered  to  him,  if  he  had  not  kept 
his  change  of  religion  wholly  secret,  does  not  seem  to  have 
hitherto  formed  any  avowed  connexion  with  the  popish 
party,  t 

been  diminithed  by  the  late  times,  and  *  Macpberion's  Extracts  from  Life  of 
his  remme  settled  in  such  a  manner  as  James,  17,  18.  Compare  Innes's  Life 
he  might  depend  upon  himself  without  of  James,  published  by  Clarke,  i.  391. 
resting  upon  parliaments,  and  then  pass  393.  In  the  former  work  it  is  said  that 
it.  But  my  lord  chancellor,  who  thought  Clarendon,  upon  Venner*s  insurrection, 
he  ooold  bare  the  command  of  parlia-  advised  that  the  guards  should  not  be 
ments  for  crer,  because  for  the  king*s  disbanded.  But  this  seems  to  be  a  mis- 
sake  they  were  awhile  willing  to  grant  take  in  copying :  for  Clarendon  read  the 
all  the  king  desired,  did  press  for  its  being  duke  of  York.  Pepys  however,  who 
done ;  and  so  it  was,  and  the  king  from  heard  all  the  gossip  of  the  town,  mentions 
that  tinse  able  to  do  nothing  with  the  the  year  after,  that  the  chancellor  thought 
parliament  almost."  March  20.  1669.  of  raising  an  army,  with  the  duke  as 
Rari  quippe  boni  1  Neither  Southampton  general.  Dec.  22.  1661. 
nor  Corentry  make  the  figure  in  this  ex-  f  Ibid. 

traet  we  should  wish  to  find ;  yet  who  ^  The  earl  of  Bristol,  with  all  his  con- 
were  their  superiors  for  integrity  and  pa-  stitutional  precipitancy,  made  a  violent 
trioUsm  under  Charles  II.?  Perhaps  attack  on  Clarendon,  by  exhibiting  articles 
Pepys,  like  most  gossiping  men,  was  not  of  treason  against  him  in  the  house  of 
always  correct.  lords  in  1663  ;  believing,  no  doubt,  that 
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This  estrangement  of  the  king^s  favour  is  sufficient  to  ac- 
LoMof  the  count  for  Clarendon's  loss  of  power;  but  his  entire 
iJiSy*'    ruiii  was  rather  accomplished  by  a  strange  coali- 
Sinrt*"     tion  of  enemies,  which  his  virtues,  or  his  errors 
lArendoa  ^^j  infirmitics,  had  brought  into  union.     The  cava- 
liers hated  him  on  account  of  the  act  of  indemnity,  and  the 
presbyterians  for  that  of  uniformity.    Yet  the  latter  were  not 
in  general  so  eager  in  his  prosecution  as  the  others.*     But 
he  owed  great  part  of  the  severity  with  which  he  was  treated 


the  schemes  of  the  intriguers  were  more  of  Dunkirk  was  treason,  but  the  article 

mature,   and   the    king  more  alienated,  passed  without  declaring  it  to  be  so ;  nor 

than  was  really  the  case ;  and  thus  dis-  would  the  word  haTe  appeared  probably 

graced  himself  at  court  instead  of  his  in   the  impeachment,   if  a  young  lord 

enemy.     Pari.  Hist  276.     Life  of  Clar.  Vaughan  had  not  asserted  that  he  could 

S09.     Before  this  time  Pepys  had  heard  prove  Clarendon  to   have  betrayed  the 

that  the  chancellor  had  lost  the  king's  king's  councils,  on  which  an  article  to 

favour,  and  that  Bristol,  with  Bucking-  that  eflfect  was  carried  by   161   to  89. 

ham  and  two  or  three  more,  ruled  him.  Garraway  and  Littleton  were  forward 

May  15.  1663.  against  the   Chancellor;  but   Coventry 

*  A  motion  to  refer  the  heads  of  charge  seems  to  have  taken  no  great  part     See 

against  Clarendon  to  a  committee  was  Pepys's  Diary,  Deo.  3d  and  6th,  1667. 

lost  by  194  to  128;  Seymour  and  Os-  Baxter  also  says  that  the  presbyterians 

borne  telling  the  noes.  Birch  and  Clarges  were   by  no  means   strenuous    against 

the  ayes.     Commons*  Journals,  Nov.  6.  Clarendon,  but  rather  the  contrary,  lear- 

1667.     These  names  show  how  parties  ing  that  worse  might  come  for  the  coun- 

ran,  Seymour  and  Osborne  being  high-  try,  as  giving  him  credit  for  having  kept 

flying  cavaliers,  and  Birch  a  presbyterian.  off  military  government     Baxter's  La^ 

Amotion  that  he  be  impeached  for  treason  part  iii.  21.     This  is  very  highly  to  the 

on  the  first  article  was  lost  by  1.72  to  103,  honour  of  that  party  whom  he  had  so 

the  two  former  tellers  for  the  ayes :  Nov.  much  oppressed,  if  not  betrayed.     '^  It 

9.     In  the  Harleian  MS.  881.  we  have  was  a  notable  providence  of  God,*'  he 

a  copious  account  of  the  debates  on  this  says,  <*  that  this  man,  who  had  been  the 

occasion,  and  a  transcript  in  Na  1218.  great  instrument  of  state,  and  done  almost 

Sir  Heneage  Finch  spoke  much  against  all,  and  had  dealt  so  crudly  with  the  nan- 

the  charge  of  treason ;  Maynard  seems  to  conformists,  should  thus  by  his  own  frienda 

have  done  the  same.     A  charge  of  secret  be  cast  out  and  banished  ;   while  thoee 

correspondence  with   Cromwell  was  in-  that  he  had  persecuted  were  the  moat 

troduced  merely  ad  invidiam,  the  prose-  moderate  in  his  cause,  and  many  for  him. 

cutors  admitting  that  it  was  pardoned  by  And  it  was  a  great  ease  that  befell  the 

the  act  of  indemnity,  but  wishing  to  make  good  people  throughout  the  land  by  his 

the  chancellor  plead  that :  Maynard  and  dejection.    For  his  way  was  to  decoy  men 

Hampden  opposed  it,  and  it  was  given  up  into  conspiracies  or  to  pretend  plots,  and 

out  of  shame  without  a  vote.     Vaughan,  upon  the  rumour  of  a  plot  the  innooeot 

afterwardschief  justice,  argued  that  coun-  people  of  many  countries  were  laid  in 

selling  the  king  to  go?ern  by  a  standing  prison,  so  that  no  man  knew  when  he 

army  was  treason  at  common  law,  and  was  safe.     Whereas  since  tiien,  though 

seems  to  dispute  what  Finch  lud  down  laws  have  been  made  more  and  more 

most  broadly,  that  there  can  be  no  such  severe,  yet  a  man  knoweth  a  little  better 

thing  as  a  common-law  treason  ;  relying  what  he  is  to  expect,  when  it  is  by  a  law 

on  a  passage  in  Glanvill,  where  <*  seductio  that  he  is  to  be  tried.**    Sham  plots  there 

domini  regis**  is  said  to  be  treason.  May-  seem  to  have  been ;  but  it  is  not  reason- 

nard  stood  up  for  the  opposite  doctrine,  able  to  charge  Qarendon  with  inventing 

Waller  and  Vaughan  argued  that  the  sale  theuL     Ralph,  122. 
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to  his  own  pride  and  ungovernable  passionateness,  by  which 
he  had  rendered  very  eminent  men  in  the  house  of  common 
implacable,  and  to  the  language  he  had  used  as  to  the  dignity 
and  privileges  of  the  house  itself.*  A  sense  of  this  eminent 
person's  great  talents  as  well  as  general  integrity  and  con- 
scientiousness on  the  one  hand,  an  indignation  at  the  king's 
ingratitude  and  the  profligate  counsels  of  those  who  sup- 
planted him  on  the  other,  have  led  most  writers  to  overlook 
his  faults  in  administration,  and  to  treat  all  the  articles  of  ac- 
cusation against  him  as  frivolous  or  unsupported.  It  is  doubt- 
less impossible  to  lustify^  the  charfife  of  hicfh  treason.  Hit  im- 

I'll  •  1111  peachinent ; 

on  which  he  was  impeached;  but  there  are  matters  Mmie  article 
that  never  were  or  could  be  disproved;  and  our  own  founded. 
knowledge  enables  us  to  add  such  grave  accusations  as  must 
show  Clarendon's  unfitness  for  the  government  of   a  free 
country,  t 

1.  It  is  the  fourth  article  of  his  impeachment,  that  he 
"  advised  and  procured  divers  of  his  majesty's  sub-  m^g,,  j^. 
jects  to  be  imprisoned  against  law,  in  remote  islands,  p"^**""**"*^ 
garrisons,  and  other  places,  thereby  to  prevent  them  from  the 

*  In  his  wrath  against  the  proTiso  in*  pass  any  thing,  though  never  so  good  for 

serted  by  sir  George'  Downing,  as  above  the  kingdom,  unless  approved  of  by  the 

mentioned,  in  the   bill   of  supply,  Cla-  chancellor ;  he  managing  all  things  with 

icndon  told  him,  as  he  confesses,  that  the  that  greatness  which  now  will  be  removed, 

king  could  never  be  well  served,  while  that  the  king  may  have  the   benefit  of 

fellows  of  his  condition  were  admitted  to  others*  advice.**    Sept.  2.  1667.     His  own 

wpeak  as  much  as  they  had  a  mind ;  and  memoirs  are  full  of  proofs  of  tliis  haughti- 

that  in  the  best  times  such  presumptions  ness  and  intemperance.     He  set  himself 

had  been  punished  with  imprisonment  by  against  sir  William  Coventry,  and  speaks 

the  lords  of  the  council,  without  the  king's  d  a  man  as  able  and  virtuous  as  himself 

taking  notice  of  it,  S21.     The  king  was  with  marked  aversion.     See  too  life  of 

naturally  displeased  at  this  insolent  Ian-  James,  398.     Coventry,  according  to  this 

guage  towards  one  of  his  servants,  a  man  writer,  431.,  was  the  chief  actor  in  Cla- 

wbo  bad  filled  an  eminent  station,  and  rendon*s  impeachment,  but  this  seems  to 

done  services,  for  a  suggestion  intended  be  a  mistake ;  though  he  was  certainly 

to  benefit  the  revenue.     And  it  was  a  desirous  of  getting  him  out  of  place, 

still  more  flagrant  afiVont  to  the  house  of  The  king.  Clarendon   tells    us,  438., 

eommons,  of  which  Downing  was  a  mem-  pretended  that  the  anger  of  parliament 

ber,  and  where  he  had  proposed   this  was  such,  and  their  power  too,  as  it  was 

clause,  and  induced  the  house  to  adopt  it.  not  in  his  power  to  save  him.    The  fallen 

Coventry  told  Pepys  '*  many  things  minister  desired  him  not  to  fear  the  power 

about  the  ehanoellor's  ^missal,  not  fit  to  of  parliament,  **  which  was  more  or  less, 

be  qK>ken ;  and  yet  not  any  unfaithful-  or  nothing,  as  he  pleased  to  make  it.** 

ness  to  the  king,  but  instar  omnium,  that  So  preposterous  as  well  as  unconstitu- 

be  was  so  great  at  the  council-board  and  tional   a  way  of  talking  could  not  but 

in  the  administration  of  matters  there  was  aggravate  his  unpopularity  with  thatgreat 

no  room  for  any  body  to  propose   any  body  he  pretended  to  contemn, 

remedy  for  what  was  amiss,  or  to  com-  f  State  Trials,  vi.  318.     Pari.  Hist. 
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benefit  of  the  law,  and  to  produce  precedents  for  the  im- 
prisoning any  other  of  his  mi^esty's  subjects  in  like  man- 
ner.*' This  was  undoubtedly  true.  There  was  some  ground 
for  apprehension  on  the  part  of  the  government  from  those 
bold  spirits  who  had  been  accustomed  to  revolutions,  and 
drew  encouragement  from  the  vices  of  the  court  and  the 
embarrassments  of  the  nation.  Ludlow  and  Algernon  Sid- 
ney,  about  the  year  1665,  had  projected  an  insurrection,  tlie 
latter  soliciting  Louis  XIV.  and  the  pensionary  of  Holland 
for  aid.*  Many  officers  of  the  old  army,  Wildman,  Creed, 
and  others,  suspected,  perhaps  justly,  of  such  conspiracies, 
had  been  illegally  detained  in  prison  for  several  years,  and 
only  recovered  their  liberty  on  Clarendon's  dismissal^t  He 
had  too  much  encouraged  the  hateful  race  of  informers, 
though  he  admits  that  it  had  grown  a  trade  by  which  men 
got  money,  and  that  many  were  committed  on  slight 
grounds,  t  Thus  colonel  Hutchinson  died  in  the  close  con- 
finement of  a  remote  prison,  far  more  probably  on  account 
of  his  share  in  the  death  of  Charles  I.,  from  which  the  act 
of  indemnity  had  discharged  him,  than  any  just  pretext  of 
treason.  §  It  was  difficult  to  obtain  a  habeas  corpus  from 
some  of  the  judges  in  this  reign.  But  to  elude  that 
provision  by  removing  men  out  of  the  kingdom,  was  such 
an  offence  against  the  constitution,  as  may  be  thought  enough 
to  justify  the  impeachment  of  any  minister. 

2.  The  first  article,  and  certainly  the  most  momentous, 
asserts,  *^  That  the  earl  of  Clarendon  hath  designed  a  standing 
army  to  be  raised,  and  to  govern  the  kingdom  thereby,  and 
advised  the  king  to  dissolve  this  present  parliament,  to  lay 
aside  all  thoughts  of  parliaments  for  the  future,  to  govern  by 
a  military  power,  and  to  maintain  the  same  by  free  quarter 
and  contribution."  This  was  prodigiously  exaggerated;  yet 
there  was  some  foundation  for  a  part  of  it.  In  the  disastrous 
summer  of  1667?  when  the  Dutch  fleet  had  insulted  our 

•  Ludlow,  ill.  118.  165.  et  post    Cla-  78.  et  post,   Ha|prU*8  Lives,  v.  182.,  for 

rendon*8  Life,  290.  Burnet,  226.   (Euvres  the  proofs  of  this, 

de  Louis  XIV.  ii.  204.  §  Mem.  of  Hutchinson,  303.   It  seems 

t  Harris's  Lives,  v.  28.     Biogr.  Brit  however  that  he  was  suspected  of  some 

art.   Harrington.     Life  of  James,  396.  concern  with  an  intended  rising  in  1663, 

Somers  Tracts,  vii.  530.  534.  though  nothing  was  proved  against  him. 

\  See  Kennet*s  Register,  757.    Ralph,  Miscellanea  Aulica,  319. 
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coasts,  and  burned  our  ships  in  the  Medway,  the  exchequer 
being  empty,  it  was  proposed  in  council  to  call  together  im- 
mediately the  parliament,  which  then  stood  prorogued  to  a 
day  at  the  distance  of  some  months.  Clarendon,  who  feared 
the  hostihty  of  the  house  of  commons  towards  himself,  and 
bad  pressed  the  king  to  dissolve  it,  maintained  that  they 
could  not  legally  be  summoned  before  the  day  fixed ;  and, 
with  a  strange  inconsistency,  attaching  more  importance  to 
the  formalities  of  law  than  to  its  essence,  advised  that  the 
counties  where  the  troops  were  quartered  should  be  called 
upon  to  send  in  provisions,  and  those  where  there  were  no 
troops  to  contribute  money,  which  should  be  abated  out  of 
the  next  taxes.  And  he  admits  that  he  might  have  used  the 
expression  of  raising  contributions,  as  in  the  late  civil  war. 
This  unguarded  and  unwarrantable  language,  thrown  out  at 
the  council-table  where  some  of  his  enemies  were  sitting, 
soon  reached  the  ears  of  the  commons,  and,  mingled  up  with 
the  usual  misrepresentations  of  faction,  was  magnified  into  a 
charge  of  high  treason.* 

3.  The  eleventh  article  charged  lord  Clarendon  with  having 
advised  and  effected  the  sale  of  Dunkirk  to  the  saieor 
French  king,  being  part  of  his  majesty's  dominions,  ^""*'»'^- 
for  no  greater  value  than  the  ammunition,  artillery,  and 
stores  were  worth.  The  latter  part  is  generally  asserted  to 
be  false.  The  sum  received  is  deemed  the  utmost  that  Louis 
would  have  given,  who  thought  he  had  made  a  hard  bargain. 
But  it  is  very  difficult  to  reconcile  what  Clarendon  asserts  in 
his  defence,  and  much  more  at  length  in  his  Life,  (that  the 
business  of  Dunkirk  was  entirely  decided  before  he  had  any 
thing  to  do  in  it,  by  the  advice  of  Albemarle  and  Sandwich,) 
with  the  letters  of  d'Estrades,  the  negotiator  in  this  transac- 
tion on  the  part  of  France.  In  these  letters,  written  at  the 
time  to  Louis  XIV.,  Clarendon  certainly  appears  not  only  as 
the  person  chiefly  concerned,  but  as.  representing  himself 
almost  the  only  one  of  the  council  favourable  to  the  measure, 

*  life    of    Clarendon,  424.       Pepys  Elisabeth  did  do  all  her  business  in  1588 

wKj%  the  parliament  was  called  together  without  calling  a    parliament,   and  so 

^  against  the  duke  of  York's  mind  flatly,  might  he  do  for  any  thing  he  saw."  June 

who  did  rather  advise  the  king  to  raise  35.  1667.     He  probably  got  this  from 

money  as  he  pleased ;  and  against  the  his  friend  sir  Wt  Coventry, 
ehanoellor,  who  told  the  king  that  queen 
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and  having  to  overcome  the  decided  repugnance  of  South- 
ampton, Sandwich^  and  Albemarle.*  I  cannot  indeed  see 
any  other  explanation  than  that  he  magnified  the  obstacles  in 
the  way  of  this  treaty,  in  order  to  obtain  better  terms ;  a 
management  not  very  unusual  in  diplomatical  dealing,  but, 
in  the  degree  at  least  to  which  he  carried  it,  scarcely  re- 
concilable with  the  good  faith  we  should  expect  from  this 
minister.  For  the  transaction  itself,  we  can  hardly  deem  it 
honourable  or  politic  The  expense  of  keeping  up  Dunkirk, 
though  not  tnifling,  would  have  been  willingly  defrayed  by 
parliament ;  and  could  not  well  be  pleaded  by  a  government 
which  had  just  encumbered  itself  mdth  the  useless  burthen  of 
Tangier.  That  its  possession  was  of  no  great  direct  value 
to  England  must  be  confessed ;  but  it  was  another  question 
whether  it  ought  to  have  been  surrendered  into  the  hands  of 
France. 

4.  This  close  connexion  with  France  is  indeed  a  great 
reproach  to  Clarendon's  policy,  and  was  the  spring  of  mis- 
chiefs to  which  he  contributed,  and  which  he  ought  to  have 
foreseen.  What  were  the  motives  of  these  strong  professions 
of  attachment  to  the  interests  of  Louis  XIV.  which  he  makes 
in  some  of  his  letters,  it  is  difficult  to  say,  since  he  had  un- 
doubtedly an  ancient  prejudice  against  that  nation  and  its 


*  Ralph,  78,  &c.  The  overture  came  off,  but  finally  concluded  the  treaty  for 
from  Clarendon,  the  French  having  no  4,000,000^  payable  in  three  years ;  nay, 
expectation  of  it.  The  worst  was  that,  saved  500,000  without  its  being  found 
Just  before,  he  had  dwelt  in  a  speech  to  out  by  the  English,  for  a  banker  having 
parliament  on  the  importance  of  Dun-  offered  them  prompt  payment  at  this  dis- 
kirk.  This  was  on  May  19.  1662.  It  count,  they  gladly  accepted  it ;  but  this 
appears  by  Louis  XIV.*s  own  account,  banker  was  a  person  employed  by  Louis 
which  certainly  does  not  tally  with  some  himself,  who  bad  the  money  ready.  He 
other  authorities,  that  Dunkirk  had  been  had  the  greatest  anxiety  about  this  affair ; 
so  great  an  object  with  Cromwell,  that  it  for  the  city  of  London  deputed  the  lord 
was  the  stipulated  price  of  the  English  mayor  to  offer  any  sum  so  that  Dun- 
alliance.  Louis,  however,  was  vexed  at  kirk  might  not  be  alienated.  (Euvres 
this,  and  determined  to  recover  it  at  any  de  Louis  XIV.  i.  167.  If  this  be  al- 
price :  il  est  certain  que  je  ne  pouvois  together  correct,  the  king  of  France  did 
trop  donner  pour  racheter  Dunkerque.  not  fancy  he  had  made  so  bad  a  bargain  ; 
He  sent  d'Estrades  accordingly  to  Eng-  and  indeed,  with  his  projects,  if  he  had 
land  in  1661,  directing  him  to  make  this  the  money  to  spare,  he  could  not  think 
his  great  object.  Charles  told  the  ambas-  so.  Compare  the  M^moires  d'Estrades. 
sador  that  Spain  had  made  him  great  and  the  supplement  to  the  third  volume 
offers,  but  he  would  rather  treat  with  of  Clarendon  State  Papers.  The  his- 
France.  Louis  was  delighted  at  this  ;  torians  are  of  no  value,  except  as  they 
and  though  the  sum  asked  was  consider-  copy  from  some  of  these  original  testi- 
able,  5,000,000  livres,  he  would  not  break  monies. 
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government.  I  should  incline  to  conjecture  that  his  know- 
ledge of  the  king's  unsoundness  in  religion  led  him  to  keep 
at  a  distance  from  the  court  of  Spain,  as  being  far  more 
zealous  in  its  popery,  and  more  connected  with  the  Jesuit 
faction,  than  that  of  France ;  and  this  possibly  influenced  him 
also  with  respect  to  the  Portuguese  match,  wherein,  though 
not  the  first  adviser,  he  certainly  took  much  interest ;  an  alii* 
ance  as  little  judicious  in  the  outset,  as  it  proved  eventually 
fortunate.*  But  the  capital  misdemeanour  that  he  solicitation 
committed  in  this  relation  with  France  was  the  clan-  mon^" 
destine  solicitation  of  pecuniary  aid  for  the  king.  He  first 
taught  a  lavish  prince  to  seek  the  wages  of  dependence  in  a 
foreign  power,  to  elude  the  control  of  parliament  by  the  help 
of  French  money,  t  The  purpose  for  which  this  aid  was 
asked,  the  succour  of  Portugal,  might  be  fair  and  laudable ; 
but  the  precedent  was  most  base,  dangerous,  and  abominable. 
A  king  who  had  once  tasted  the  sweets  of  dishonest  and 
clandestine  lucre  would,  in  the  words  of  the  poet,  be  no  more 
capable  afterwards  of  abstaining  from  it,  than  a  dog  from  his 
greasy  offid. 

These  are  the  errors  of  Clarendon's  political  life ;  which, 
besides  his  notorious  concurrence  in  all  measures  of  aarendon's 
severity  and  restraint  towards  the  non-conformists,  miiiut^.* 
tend  to  diminish  our  respect  for  his  memory,  and  to  exclude 
his  name  from  that  list  of  great  and  wise  ministers,  where 
some  are  willing  to  place  him  near  the  head.  If  I  may  seem 
to  my  readers  less  favourable  to  so  eminent  a  person  than 
common  history  might  warrant,  it  is  at  least  to  be  said  that 
I  have  formed  my  decision  from  his  own  recorded  sentiments, 
or  from  equally  undisputable  sources  of  authority.  The  pub- 
lication of  his  life,  that  is,  of  the  history  of  his  administration. 


*  Lifie  erf  Clar.  78.     life  of  James,  IS.     The  aim  of  Louis  was  to  effect  the 

S9d.  match   with    Catharine.       Spain  would 

1*  See  Supplement  to  third  rolume  of  haye  given  a  great  portion  with  any  pro- 
Oarendon  State  Papers*  for  abundant  testant  princess,  in  order  to  break  it 
cridence  of  the  close  connexion  between  Clarendon  asked,  on  his  master*s  account, 
the  courts  of  France  and  England.  The  for  50,000f.  to  avoid  application  to  par- 
former  offered  bribes  to  ]oi^  Clarendon  liament,  p.  4.  The  French  offered  a  se- 
so  fircquenti  J  and  unceremoniously,  that  cret  loan,  or  subsidy  perhaps,  of  2,000,000 
one  is  disposed  to  think  he  did  not  show  lirres  for  the  succour  of  Portugal,  lliis 
so  much  indignation  at  the  first  overture  was  accepted  by  Clarendon,  p.  15. ;  but 
as  be  ought  to  have  done.     See  pp.  1.  4.  I  do  not  find  any  thing  more  about  it. 
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has  not  oontriboted  to  liis  honour.  We  find  in  it  little  or 
nothing  of  that  attachment  to  the  constitution  for  which  he 
had  acquired  credit,  and  some  things  which  we  must  struggle 
hard  to  reconcile  with  his  veracity,  even  if  the  suppression  of 
truth  is  not  to  be  reckoned  an  impeachment  of  it  in  an  his- 
torian.* But  the  manifest  profligacy  of  those  who  contri- 
buted most  to  his  ruin,  and  the  measures  which  the  court 
took  soon  afterwards,  have  rendered  his  administration  com- 
paratively honourable,  and  attached  veneration  to  his  memory* 
We  are  unwilling  to  believe  that  there  was  any  thing  to  cen- 
sure in  a  minister,  whom  Buckingham  persecuted^  and  against 
whom  Arlington  intrigued,  t 

*  As  no  one,  who  regards  with  atteeli-  Whatever  moCiTe  the  noUe  historian  may 

ment  the  present  system  of  the  English  have  had  for  this  story,  it  is  ahaolutely 

constitution,  can  look  upon  lord  Claren-  incredible  that  any  such  ineffectual  teardi 

don  as  an  excellent  minister,  or  a  friend  to  was  e?er  made.     Nothing  eonld   hnTe 

the  soundest  principles  of  ciTil  and  religi-  been  more  easy  than  to  have  taken  up  the 

ous  liberty;  so  no  man  whatever  can  aToid  pavement  of  the  dioir.     But  this  was 

considering  his  incessant  deviations  from  unnecessary.    Some  at  least  of  the  work* 

the  great  duties  of  an  historian  as  a  moral  men  employed  must  have  remembered  the 

blemish  in  his  character.     He  dares  very  place  of  the  vault.    Nor  did  it  depoid  on 

frequently  to  say  what  is  not  true,  and  them ;  for  sir  Thomas  Herbert,  who  was 

what  he  must  have  known  to  be  other-  present,  had  made  at  the  time  a  note  of  the 

wise ;  he  does  not  dare  to  say  what  is  spot,  "just  opposite  the  eleventh  stall  on 

true.     And  it  is  almost  an  aggravation  the   king*s  side.**     Herbert's  Memoirs, 

of  this  reproach,  that  he  aimed  to  deceive  142.     And  we  find  from  Pepys*s  Diary, 

posterity,  and  poisoned  at  the  fountain  a  Feb.  26.   1666,    that    '*he  was  shown 

stream  from  which   another  generation  at   Windsor,    where  the  late  king  was 

was  to  drink.     No  defence  has  ever  been  buried,  and  king  Henry  VIIL,  and  my 

set  up  for  the  fidelity  of  Clarendon's  his-  lady  Seymour.**   In  which  qiot,  as  is  well 

tory ;  nor  can  men,  who  have  sifted  the  known,  the  royal  body  has  twice  been 

authentic     materials,     entertain     much  found,  once  in  the  reign  of  Anne^  and 

difference  of  judgment  in  this  respect;  again  in  1813.     [It  has  been  sometimes 

though,  as  a  monument  of  powerful  abi-  suggested,  that  Charles  II.  having   re* 

lity  and  impressive  eloquence,  it  will  al-  ceived  a  large  sum  of  money  from  pai^ 

ways  be  read  with  that  delight  which  we  liament  towards  his  Other's  funeral,  chose 

receive  from  many  great  historians,  espe-  to  have  it  believed,  that  the  body  could 

cially  the  ancient,   independent  of  any  not  be  found«     But  the  vote  of  70,000/. 

confidence  in  their  veracity.  by  the  commons  for  this  purpose  was  on 

One  more  instance,  before  we  quit  lord  Jan.  30.  1 678,  long  after  the  pretended 
Clarendon  for  ever,  may  here  be  men-  search  which  Clarendon  has  mentioned, 
tioned  of  his  disregard  for  truth.  The  Wren  was  directed  to  make  a  d^gn  for 
strange  tale  of  a  fruitless  search  after  the  a  monument,  which  is  in  All  Souls*  Col- 
restoration  for  the  body  of  Charles  L  is  lege ;  but  no  ftirther  steps  were  taken, 
well  known.  Lords  Southampton  and  £llis*s  Letters,  1st  series,  vol.  iii.  p.  329. 
Lindsey,  he  tells  us,  who  had  assisted  at  It  seems  very  unlikely  that  the  kiag 
their  master*s  obsequies  in  St.  George*s  ever  got  the  money  which  had  been  voted, 
chapel  at  Windsor,  were  so  overcome  and  the  next  parliaments  were  not  in  a 
with  grief,  that  they  could  not  recognise  temper  to  repeat  the  offer.]  — 1845. 
the  place  of  interment ;  and,  after  several  f  The  tenor  of  Clarendon*s  life  and 
vain  attempts,  the  search  was  abandoned  writings  almost  forbids  any  surmise  of 
in  despair.     Hist,  of  Rebellion,  vL  244.  pecuniary  corruption.    Yet  this  is  insinu* 
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A  distiBgiiished  characteristic  of  Clarendon  had  been  his 
firmness,  called  indeed  by  most  pride  and  obstinacy,  Hiipu$ii. 
which  no  circumstances,  no  perils,  seemed  likely  to  £gh^ 
bend*  But  his  spirit  sunk  all  at  once  with  his  fortune.  Cling- 
ing*  too  long  to  office,  and  cheating  himself  against  all  pro- 
bability widb  a  hope  of  his  master's  kindness  when  he  had 
lost  his  confidence,  he  forgot  that  dignified  philosophy  which 
ennobles  a  voluntary  retirement,  that  stem  courage  which 
innocence  ought  to  inspire;  and  hearkening  to  the  king's 
treacherous  counsels,  fled  before  his  enemies  into  a  foreign 
country.  Though  the  impeachment,  at  least  in  the  point  of 
high  treason,  cannot  be  defended,  it  is  impossible  to  and  oonte. 
deny  that  the  act  of  banishment,  under  the  circum-  mi?t. 
stances  of  his  flight,  was  capable,  in  the  main,  of  full  justifi- 
cation. In  an  ordinary  criminal  suit,  a  process  of  outlawry 
goes  against  the  accused  who  flies  from  justice ;  and  his  neg- 
lect to  appear  within  a  given  time  is  equivalent,  in  cases  of 
treason  or  felony,  to  a  conviction  of  the  ofience ;  can  it  be 
complained  of,  that  a  minister  of  state,  who  dares  not  confront 
a  parliamentary  impeachment,  should  be  visited  with  an  ana- 
logous penalty  ?  But,  whatever  injustice  and  violence  may  be 
found  in  this  prosecution,  it  established  for  ever  the  right  of 
impeachment,  which  the  discredit  into  which  the  long  parlia- 
ment had  fallen  exposed  to  some  hazard ;  the  strong  abettors 
of  prerogative,  such  as  Clarendon  himself,  being  inclined  to 
dispute  this  responsibility  of  the  king's  advisers  to  parliament. 
The  commons  had,  in  the  preceding  session,  sent  up  an  im- 
peachment against  lord  Mordaunt,  upon  charges  of  so  little 
public  moment,  that  they  may  be  suspected  of  having  chiefly 
had  in  view  the  assertion  of  this  important  privilege.*     It 

ated  by  Pepyt,on  the  authority  of  Evelyn,  to  families  who  had  been  despoiled  of 

April  S7.  and  May  16.  1667*     But  the  them.     "  And  whoever  had  a  mind  to  see 

ooew«sgoaBtping,thoughihrewd;andthe  what  great  femilies  had  been  plundered 

other  fed^le^  though  accomplished.    Lord  during  the  civil  war,  might  find  some 

DnrtoMath,  who  lived  in  the  next  age^  remains  either  at  Clarendon  house  or  at 

and  vrbose  splenetic  humour  makes  him  Cornbury."     Note  on  Burnet,  88. 

no  good  witness  against  any  body,  charges  The  character  of  Clarendon,  as  a  mi« 

him  with  reeeiTing  bribes  from  the  main  nister,  is  fairly  and  judiciously  drawn  by 

instruments  and  promoters  of  the  late  Macpberson,  Hist,  of  England,  98.;  a 

tnmblcs,  and  those  who  had  plundered  work  by  no  means  so  full  of  a  tory  spirit 

tlie  royalists,  which  enabled  him  to  build  as  has  been  supposed. 

his  great  mansion  in  Piccadilly ;  assert-  *  Pari.  Hist.  847. 

ing  that  it  was  full  of  pictures  belonging  . 
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was  never  called  in  question  from  this  time ;  and  indeed  they 
took  care  during  the  remainder  of  this  reign,  that  it  should 
not  again  be  endangered  by  a  paucity  of  precedents.* 

The  period  between  the  fall  of  Clarendon  in  1667)  and 
the  commencement  of  lord  Danby's  administration  in  1673* 
is  generally  reckoned  one  of  the  most  disgraceful  in  the  an- 
^^,  nals  of  our  monarchy.  This  was  the  age  of  what  is 
miaMxj.  ugually  denominated  the  Cabal  administration,  from 
the  five  initial  letters  of  sir  Thomas  Clifford,  first  commis- 
sioner of  the  treasury,  afterwards  lord  Oifford  and  high 
treasurer,  the  earl  of  Arlington,  secretary  of  state,  the  duke 
of  Buckingham,  lord  Ashley,  chancellor  of  the  exchequer, 
afterwards  earl  of  Shaftesbury  and  lord  chancellor,  and  lastly, 
Scheme  of  ^hc  dukc  of  Laudcrdalc.  Yet,  though  the  counsels 
"on  Md*"'  of  these  persons  soon  became  extremely  pernicious 
indulgence.  ^^^  dishouourable,  it  must  be  admitted  that  the  first 
measures  after  the  banishment  of  Clarendon,  both  in  domestic 

*  The  lords  refused  to  commit  the  earl  Hist  387.  A  protest  was  ngned  by 
of  Clarendon  on  a  general  impeachment  Buckingham,  Albemarle,  Bristol,  Ar- 
of  high  treason ;  and  in  a  conference  lington,  and  others  of  their  party,  in- 
with  the  lower  house,  denied  the  autho-  eluding  three  bishops,  (Cosins,  Croft,  and 
rity  of  the  precedent  in  Strafibrd*s  case,  another,)  against  the  refusal  of  their 
which  was  pressed  upon  them.  It  is  re-  house  to  commit  Clarendon  upon  the 
markabie  that  the  managers  of  this  con-  general  charge.  A  few,  on  the  other 
ference  for  the  commons  Yindicated  the  hand,  of  whom  Hollis  u  the  only  re- 
first  proceedings  of  the  long  parliament,  markabie  name,  protested  against  the  bill 
which  shows  a  considerable   change  in  of  banishment 

their  tone  since  1661.  They  do  not  how-         **  The  most  fatal  blow  (says  James) 

erer  seem   to  have  urged,  what  is  an  the  king  gave  himself  to  his  power  and 

apparent  distinction  between  the  two  pre-  prerogative,  was  when  he  sought  aid  from 

cedents,  that  the  commitment  of  Strafford  the  house  of  commons  to  destroy  the  earl 

was  on  a  verbal  request  of  Pym  in  the  of  Clarendon  :  by  that  he  put  that  house 

name  of  the  commons,  without  alleging  again  in  mind  of  their  impeaching  privi- 

any  special  matter  of  treason,  and  con-  lege,  which  had  been  wrested  out  of  their 

sequently  irregular  and  illegal ;   while  hands  by  the  restoration ;  and  when  mi- 

the  1 6th  article  of  Clarendon's  impeach-  nisters  found  they  were  like  to  be  left  to 

ment  charges  him   with  betraying  the  the  censure  of  parliament,  it  made  them 

king*n  counsels  to   his  enemies ;  which,  have  a  greater  attention  to  court  an  in* 

however  untrue,  evidently  amounted  to  terest  there  than  to  pursue  that  of  their 

treason  within   the  statute  of  Edward  princes,  from  whom  they  hoped  not  for  so 

III.;  so  that  the  objection  of  the  lords  sure  a  support**     Life  of  James,  593b 
extended  to  committing  any  one  for  trea-         The  king,  it  is  said,  came  rather  slowly 

son    upon    impeachment,     without    all  into  the  measure  of  impeachment;   but 

the  particularity  required  in  an  indict-  became  afterwards  so  eager,  as  to  give  the 

ment    This  showed  a  very  commendable  attorney-general.  Finch,  positive  orders  to 

regard  to  the  liberty  of  the  subject ;   and  be  active  in  it,  observing  him  to  be  silent 

from  this  time  we  do  not  find  the  vague  Carte's  Ormond,  ii.  353.     Buckingham 

and  unintelligible  accusations,  whether  had  made  the   king  great  promises  of 

of  treason  or  misdemeanour,  so  usual  in  what  the  commons  would  do^  in  ease  be 

former  proceedings  of  parliament    Pari,  would  sacrifice  Clarendon. 


Cha.  n—ieeo-rs.]    from  henry  vii.  to  george  ii.      7^ 

and  foreign  policy,  were  highly  praiseworthy.  Bridgeman, 
who  succeeded  the  late  chancellor  in  the  custody  of  the  great 
seal,  with  the  assistance  of  chief  baron  Hale  and  bishop  WiU 
kins,  and  at  the  instigation  of  Buckingham,  who,  careless  about 
every  religion,  was  from  humanity  or  politic  motives  friendly 
to  the  indulgence  of  all,  laid  the  foundations  of  a  treaty  with 
the  non-oonformists,  on  the  basis  of  a  comprehension  for  the 
presbyterians,  and  a  toleration  for  the  rest**  They  had  nearly 
come,  it  is  said,  to  terms  of  agreement,  so  that  it  was  thought 
time  to  intimate  their  design  in  a  speech  from  the  throne* 
But  the  spirit  of  1662  was  still  too  powerful  in  the  commons ; 
and  the  friends  of  Clarendon,  whose  administration  this  change 
of  counsels  seemed  to  reproach,  taking  a  warm  part  against 
all  indulgence,  a  motion  that  the  king  be  desired  to  send  for 
such  persons  as  he  should  think  fit  to  make  proposals  to  him 
in  order  to  the  uniting  of  his  protestant  subjects,  was  negatived 
by  176  to  70-t  They  proceeded,  by  almost  an  equal  majority, 
to  continue  the  bill  of  1664,  for  suppressing  seditious  con-* 
venticles ;  which  failed,  however,  for  the  present,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  sudden  prorogation,  t 

But  whatever  difference  of  opinion  might  at  that  time  pre- 
vail with  respect  to  this  tolerant  disposition  of  the  Triple 
new  government,  there  was  none  as  to  their  great  ■"*"**• 
measure  in  external  policy,  the  triple  alliance  with  Holland 
and  Sweden.  A  considerable  and  pretty  sudden  change  had 
taken  place  in  the  temper  of  the  English  people  towards 
France.  Though  the  discordance  of  national  character,  and 
the  dislike  that  seems  natural  to  neighbours,  as  well  as  in 

*  Kennet,  S93.  SOD.     Burnet    Bax-  faction :  but  the  church  party  was  much 

ter,  23.     The  design  was  to  act  on  the  too  strong  for  them.      Fepys    says  the 

principle  of  the  declaration  of  1600,  so  commons  were  furious  against  the  pro- 

that  presbyterian  ordinations  sliould  pass  ject ;  it  Was  said  that  whoever  proposed 

nib  modo.     TlUotson  and   Stillingfleet  new  laws  about  religion  must  do  it  with 

were  coocemed  in  it       The  king  was  at  a  rope  about  his  neck.     Jan.  10.  1668. 

this  time  eiaspcmted  against  the  bishops  lliis  is  the  first  instance  of  a  triumph 

Ibr  thor  support  of  Clarendon.     Burnet,  obtained  by  the  church  over  the  crown 

ibid.      Pepys's  Diary,  21st  Dec.  1667.  in  the  house  of  commons.     Ralph   ob- 

Aod  he  had  also  deeper  motives.  serves  upon  it,    '*  It  is  not  for  nought 

•f  Pari.  Hist,  421.   Ralph,  170.  Carte*s  that  the  words  church  and  state  are  so 

lAlk  of  Ormond,  ii.  362.     Sir  Thomas  often  coupled  together,  and  that  the  first 

Littleton  spoke  in  fiivour  of  the  com-  has  so  insolently  usurped  the  precedency 

prehension,  as  did  Seymour  and  Waller ;  of  the  last" 

all  of  them  enemies  of  Clarendon,  and  |  Pari.  Hist.  422. 
probably  connected  with  the  Buckingham 
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some  measure  the  recollections  of  their  ancient  hostility,  had 
at  all  times  kept  up  a  certain  ill  will  between  the  two,  it  is 
manifest  that  before  the  reign  of  Charles  II.  there  was  not 
that  antipathy  and  inveterate  enmity  towards  the  French  in 
general,  which  it  has  since  been  deemed  an  act  of  patriotism 
to  profess.  The  national  prejudices,  from  the  accession  of 
Elizabeth  to  the  restoration,  ran  far  more  against  Spain ; 
and  it  is  not  surprising  that  the  apprehensions  of  that  am- 
bitious monarchy,  which  had  been  very  just  in  the  age  of 
Philip  IL,  should  have  lasted  longer  than  its  ability  or  in- 
clination to  molest  us.  But  the  rapid  declension  of  Spain, 
after  the  peace  of  the  Pyrenees,  and  the  towering  ambition  of 
Louis  XIV.,  master  of  a  kingdom  intrinsically  so  much  more 
formidable  than  its  rival,  manifested  that  the  balance  of  power 
in  Europe,  and  our  own  immediate  security,  demanded  a 
steady  opposition  to  the  aggrandisement  of  one  monarchy, 
and  a  regard  to  the  preservation  of  the  other.  These  indeed 
were  rather  considerations  for  statesmen  than  for  the  people ; 
but  Louis  was  become  unpopular  both  by  his  acquisition  of 
Dunkirk  at  the  expense,  as  it  was  thought,  of  our  honour, 
and  much  more  deservedly  by  his  shuffling  conduct  in  the 
Dutch  war,  and  union  in  it  with  our  adversaries.  Nothing 
therefore  gave  greater  satisfaction  in  England  than  the  triple 
alliance,  and  consequent  peace  of  Aix  la  Chapelle,  which 
saved  the  Spanish  Netherlands  from  absolute  conquest, 
though  not  without  important  sacrifices.* 

Charles  himself  meanwhile  by  no  means  partook  in  this 

common  jealousy  of   France.     He  had,  from  the 
w'lth'"*     time  of  his  restoration,  entered  into  close  relations 

with  that  power,  which  a  short  period  of  hostility 
had  interrupted  without  leaving  any  resentment  in  his  mind. 
It  is  now  known  that,  while  his  minister  was  negotiating  at 
the  Hague  for  the  triple  alliance,  he  had  made  overtures  for 
a  clandestine  treaty  with  Louis,  through  his  sister  the  duchess 


*  France    retained    Lille,    Toumay,  In  fact,  they  were  not  on  good   terms 

Douay,  Charleroi,  and  other  places  by  with  that  power ;  she  had  even  a  project, 

the  treaty.     The  allies  were  surprised,  out  of  spite  to  Holland,  of  giving  up  the 

and  not  pleased  at  the  choice  Spain  made  Netherlands  entirely  to  France^  in  ex- 

of  yielding  these  towns  in  order  to  save  change  for  Rousillon,  but  thought  better 

Franche  Cornt^     Temple's  Letters,  97.  of  it  on  cooler  reflection. 
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of  Orleans,  the  duke  of  Buckingham,  and  the  French  am- 
bassador Rouvigny.*  As  the  king  of  France  was  at  first 
backward  in  meeting  these  advances,  and  the  letters  published 
in  regard  to  them  are  very  few,  we  do  not  find  any  precise 
object  expressed  beyond  a  dose  and  intimate  friendship. 
But  a  few  words  in  a  memorial  of  Rouvigny.to  Louis  XIV. 
seem  to  let  us  into  the  secret  of  the  real  purpose.  **  The 
duke  of  York,'*  he  says,  **  wishes  much  for  this  union  \ 
the  duke  of  Buckingham  the  same :  they  use  no  art,  but 
say  that  nothing  else  can  re-establish  the  afiiedrs  of  this 
court.**  t 

Charles  II.  was  not  of  a  temperament  to  desire  arbitrary 
power,  either  throutrh  haughtiness  and  conceit  of 
his  station,  which  he  did  not  greatly  display,  or  tobeabM- 
through  the  love  of  taking  into  his  own  hands  the 
direction  of  public  affairs,  about  which  he  was  in  general 
pretty  indifferent.  He  did  not  wish,  as  he  told  lord  Essex, 
to  sit  like  a  Turkish  sultan,  and  sentence  men  to  the  bow- 
string, but  could  not  bear  that  a  set  of  fellows  should  inquire 
into  his  conduct.  X  His  aim,  in  fact,  was  liberty  rather  than 
power ;  it  was  that  inmiunity  from  control  and  censure,  in 
which  men  of  his  character  place  a  great  part  of  their 
happiness.  For  some  years  he  had  cared  probably  very 
litde  about  enhancing  his  prerogative,  content  with  the 
loyalty,  though  not  quite  with  the  liberality,  of  his  parlia- 
ment. And  had  he  not  been  drawn,  against  his  better 
judgment,  into  the  war  with  Holland,  this  harmony  might 
perhaps  have  been  protracted  a  good  deal  longer.  But  the 
vast  expenditure  of  that  war,  producing  little  or  no  decisive 
success,  and  coining  unfortunately  at  a  time  when  trade  was 
not  very  thriving,  and  when  rents  had  considerably  fallen, 
exasperated  all  men  against  the  prodigality  of  the  court,  to 
which  they  might  justly  ascribe  part  of  their  burthens,  and, 
with  the  usual  miscalculations,  believed  that  much  more 
of  them  was  due.     Hence  the  bill  appointing  commissioners 


*  Dalrymple,  ii»  5.  et  post     Temple  roust  yet  have  another  war  with  the  Dutch 

w«i  not  treated  Terj  fiiTOurably  by  most  before  it  be  long.'*    Temple's   Letters, 

of  the  mifliatrrs  on  bis  return  from  con-  12S. 

cladinc  the  triple  allianee  :  Cliflbrdaaid  f  Dalrymple,  ii.  12. 

to  a  friendf  **  Well,  Ibr  all  this  ooiae,  we  \  Burnet. 
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of  public  account,  so  ungrateful  to  the  king,  whose  personal 
reputation  it  was  likely  to  affect,  and  whose  favourite  excesses 
it  might  tend  to  restrain. 

He  was  almost  equally  provoked  by  the  license  of  his  peo- 
ple's tongues.  A  court  like  that  of  Charles  is  the  natural 
topic  of  the  idle,  as  well  as  the  censorious.  An  administra- 
tion so  ill-conducted  could  not  escape  the  remarks  of  a  well- 
educated  and  intelligent  city.  There  was  one  method  of 
putting  an  end  to  these  impertinent  comments,  or  of  render- 
ing them  innoxious ;  but  it  was  the  last  which  he  would  have 
adopted.  Clarendon  informs  us  that  the  king  one  day  com- 
plaining of  the  freedom,  as  to  political  conversation,  taken  in 
coffee-houses,  he  recommended  either  that  all  persons  should 
be  forbidden  by  proclamation  to  resort  to  them,  or  that  spies 
should  be  placed  in  them  to  give  information  against  seditious 
Speakers.*  The  king,  he  says,  liked  both  expedients ;  but 
thought  it  unfair  to  have  recourse  to  the  latter  till  the  former 
had  given  fair  warning,  and  directed  him  to  propose  it  to  the 
council ;  but  here,  sir  William  Coventry  objecting,  the  king 
was  induced  to  abandon  the  measure,  much  to  Clarendon's 
disappointment,  though  it  probably  saved  him  an  additional 
article  in  his  impeachment.  Hie  unconstitutional  and  arbi* 
trary  tenor  of  this  great  minister's  notions  of  government  is 
strongly  displayed  in  this  little  anecdote.  Coventry  was  an 
enlightened,  and,  for  that  age,  an  upright  man,  whose  enmity 
Clarendon  brought  on  himself  by  a  marked  jealousy  of  his 
abilities  in  council. 

Those  who  stood  nearest  to  the  king  were  not  backward 
to  imitate  his  discontent  at  the  privileges  of  his  people  and 
their  representatives.  The  language  of  courtiers  and  court- 
ladies  is  always  intolerable  to  honest  men,  especially  that  of 
such  courtiers  as  surrounded  the  throne  of  Charles  II.  It  is 
worst  of  all  amidst  public  calamities,  such  as  pressed  very 
closely  on  one  another  in  a  part  of  his  reign ;  the  awful 
pestilence  of  1665,  the  still  more  ruinous  fire  of  1666,  the 
fleet  burned  by  the  Dutch  in  the  Medway  next  summer.  No 
one  could  reproach  the  king  for  outward  inactivity  or  indif- 
ference during   the   great   fire.     But  there  were  some,  as 

*  Life  of  Clarendon,  357. 
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Oarendon  tells  us,  who  presumed  to  assure  him,  ^^  that  this 
was  the  greatest  blessing  that  God  had  ever  conferred  on 
him,  his  restoration  only  excepted ;  for  the  walls  and  gates 
being  now  burned  and  thrown  down  of  that  rebellious  city, 
which  was  always  an  enemy  to  the  crown,  his  majesty  would 
never  suffer  them  to  repair  and  build  them  up  again,  to  be  a 
bit  in  his  mouth  and  a  bridle  upon  his  neck ;  but  would  keep 
all  open,  that  his  troops  might  enter  upon  them  whenever  he 
thought  it  necessary  for  his  service ;  there  being  no  other 
way  to  govern  that  rude  multitude  but  by  force."  *  This 
kind  of  discourse,  he  goes  on  to  say,  did  not  please  the  king. 
But  here  we  may  venture  to  doubt  his  testimony ;  or,  if  the 
natural  good  temper  of  Charles  prevented  him  from  taking 
pleasure  in  such  atrocious  congratulations,  we  may  be  sure 
that  he  was  not  sorry  to  think  the  city  more  in  his  power. 

It  seems  probable  that  this  loose  and  profligate  way  of 
speaking  gave  rise,  in  a  great  degree,  to  the  suspicion  that 
the  city  had  been  purposely  burned  by  those  who  were  more 
enemies  to  religion  and  liberty  than  to  the  court.  The  papists 
stood  ready  to  bear  the  infamy  of  every  unproved  crime ;  and 
a  committee  of  the  house  of  commons  collected  evidence 
enough  for  those  who  were  already  convinced,  that  London 
had  been  burned  by  that  obnoxious  sect.  Though  the  house 
did  not  proceed  farther,  there  can  be  no  doubt  that  the 
inquiry  contributed  to  produce  that  inveterate  distrust  of  the 
court,  whose  connexions  with  the  popish  faction  were  half 
known,  half  conjectured,  which  gave  from  this  time  an 
entirely  new  complexion  to  the  parliament.  Prejudiced  as  the 
commons  were,  they  could  hardly  have  imagined  the  catholics 
to  have  burned  the  city  out  of  mere  malevolence  ;  but  must 
have  attributed  the  crime  to  some  far-spreading  plan  of 
subverting  the  established  constitution-t 

*  Life  of  Clarendon,  355.  secured  in  their  quarters  ;  and  for  this 

"f  State  Trials,  yi.  807.     One  of  the  the  Sd  of  September  following  was  fixed 

oddest  things   connected  with  this  fire  upon  as  a  lucky  day.  This  is  undoubtedly 

traw,  that   some  persons  of  the  fanatic  to  be  read  in  the  London  Gazette  for 

party  had  been  hanged  in  April,  for  ^l  April  SO.  1666  ;  and  it  is  equally  certain 

conspiracy  to  surprise  the  Tower,  mur-  that  the  city  was  in  flames  on  the  Sd  of 

der  the  duke  of  Albemarle  and  others,  September.       But,  though    the  coinci- 

and  then  declare  for  an  equal  division  of  dence  is  curious,  it  would  be  very  weak 

\f^w%Am^  $tc.     In  order  to  effect  this,  the  to  think  it  more  than  a  coincidence,  for 

city  was  to  be   fired,   and  the   guards  the  same  reason  as  applies  to  the  sus- 
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The  retention  of  the  king^s  guards  had  excited  some  jea* 
lousy,  though  no  complaints  seem  to  have  been  made  of 
it  in  parliament ;  but  the  sudden  levy  of  a  considerable  force 
in  1667>  however  founded  upon  a  very  plausible  pretext  from 
the  circumstances  of  the  war,  lending  credit  to  these  dark 
surmises  of  the  court's  sinister  designs,  gave  much  greater 
alarm.  The  commons,  summoned  together  in  July,  instantly 
addressed  the  king  to  disband  his  army  as  soon  as  the  peace 
should  be  made.  We  learn  from  the  duke  of  York's  private 
memoirs,  that  some  of  those  who  were  most  respected  for 
their  ancient  attachment  to  liberty,  deemed  it  in  jeopardy  at 
this  crisis.  The  earls  of  Northumberland  and  Leicester,  lord 
HoUis,  Mr.  Pierpoint,  and  others  of  the  old  parliamentary 
party,  met  to  take  measures  together.  The  first  of  these  told 
the  duke  of  York  that  the  nation  would  not  be  satisfied  with 
the  removal  of  the  chancellor,  unless  the  guards  were  dis- 
banded, and  several  other  grievances  redressed.  The  duke 
bade  him  be  cautious  what  he  said,  lest  he  should  be  obliged 
to  inform  the  king ;  but  Northumberland  replied  that  it  was 
his  intention  to  repeat  the  same  to  the  king,  which  he  did 
accordingly  the  next  day.* 

This  change  in  public  sentiment  gave  warning  to  Charles 
that  he  could  not  expect  to  reign  with  as  little  trouble  as  he 
had  hitherto  experienced ;  and  doubtless  the  recollection  of 
his  father's  history  did  not  contribute  to  cherish  the  love  he 
sometimes  pretended  for  parliaments.t  His  brother,  more 
reflecting  and  more  impatient  of  restraint  on  royal  authority, 
saw  with  still  greater  clearness  than  the  king,  that  they  could 


picLon  which  the  catholics  incurred ;  that  he  had  done  already  in  the  matter  of 

the  mere  destruction  of  the  city  could  counts.     For  if  it  be  not  necessary,  it  is 

not  have  been  the  object  of  any  party,  a  king's  care  and  happiness  to  content  his 

and  that  nothing  was  attempted  to  mani-  people.     I  doubt,  as  men  will  never  part 

fest  any  further  design.  willingly  with  their  money,  unless  they 

*  Macpherson's  Extracts,  38.  49.  Life  be  well  persuaded  it  will  be  employed 

of  James,  426.  directly  to  those  ends  for  which  they 

f  [**  I  am  sorry,**  says  Temple,  very  gave  it,  so  they  will  never  be  satisfied 
wisely  and  virtuously,  **  his  m^esty  with  a  government,  unless  they  see  men 
should  meet  with  any  thing  he  did  not  are  chosen  into  offices  and  employments 
look  for  at  the  opening  of  this  session  of  by  being  fit  for  them,  continued  for  dis- 
parliament ;  but  confess  I  do  not  see  charging  them  well,  rewarded  for  extra-- 
why  his  majesty  should  [not]  not  only  ordinary  merit,  and  punished  for  remark- 
consent,  but  encourage  any  inquiries  or  able  faults.**  March  2. 1668.  Courtenay^ 
disquisitions  they  desire  to  make  into  the  Life  of  Temple,  vol.  ii.  p.  90.]  — 1845. 
miscarriages  of  the  late  war,  as  well  as 
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ofily  keep  the  prerogative  at  its  desired  height  by  means  of 
mtimidation.  A  regular  army  was  indispensable  ;  but  to 
keep  up  an  army  in  spite  of  parliament,  or  to  raise  money  for 
its  support  without  parliament,  were  very  difficult  under- 
takings. It  seemed  necessary  to  call  in  a  more  powerful 
arm  than  their  own  ;  and,  by  establishing  the  closest  union 
with  the  king  of  France,  to  obtain  either  military  or  pecu- 
niary succours  from  him,  as  circumstances  might  demand. 
But  there  was  another  and  not  less  imperious  motive  for  a 
secret  treaty.  The  king,  as  has  been  said,  though  little 
likely,  from  the  tenor  of  his  life,  to  feel  very  strong  and  last- 
ing impressions  of  religion,  had  at  times  a  desire  to  testify 
publicly  his  adherence  to  the  Romish  communion.  The 
duke  of  York  had  come  more  gradually  to  change  the  faith 
in  which  he  was  educated.  He  describes  it  as  the  result  of 
patient  and  anxious  inquiry;  nor  would  it  be  possible  there- 
fore to  fix  a  precise  date  for  his  conversion,  which  seems  to 
have  been  not  fully  accomplished  till  after  the  restoration.* 
He  however  continued  in  conformity  to  the  church  of  Eng- 
land ;  till,  on  discovering  that  the  catholic  religion  exacted 
an  outward  communion,  which  he  had  fancied  not  indispens- 
able, he  became  more  uneasy  at  the  restraint  that  policy 
imposed  on  him.  This  led  to  a  conversation  with  the  king, 
of  whose  private  opinions  and  disposition  to  declare  them  he 
was  probably  informed,  and  to  a  close  union  with  Clifford 
and  Arlington,  from  whom  he  had  stood  aloof  on  account  of 
their  animosity  against  Clarendon.  The  king  and  duke  held 
a  consultation  with  those  two  ministers,  and  with  lord 
Arundel  of  Wardour,  on  the  25th  of  January,   l669j  to 


*  He  teUs  us  himself  that  it  began  by  formers,  had  power  to  do  what  they  did ; 

his  reading  a  book  written  by  a  learned  and  he  was  confident,  he  said,  that  who- 

bidiop  of  the  church  of  England  to  clear  soever  reads  those  two  books  with  atten- 

her  from  schism  in  leaving  the  Roman  tion  and  without  prejudice,  would  be  of 

communion,  which  had  a  contrary  eflect  the  same  opinion.  life  of  James,  i.  639. 

on  him ;  especially   when,   at  the  said  llie  duchess  of  York  embraced  the  same 

bishop's  desire,  he  read  an  answer  to  it.  creed  as  her  husband,  and,  as  he  tells  us. 

This  made  him   inquisitive  about  the  without  knowledge  of  hb  sentiments,  but 

grounds  and  manner  of  the  reformation,  one  year  before  her  death  in  1670.     She 

AjUr  hiartiumj  Heylin*s  History  of  the  left  a  paper  at  her  death  containing  the 

Sefiirmation,  and  the  preface  to  Hooker's  reasons  for  her  change.  See  it  in  Kennet, 

JScelesiastical   Polity,    thoroughly  con-  S2a     It  is  plain  that  she,  as  well  as  the 

Tinced  him  that  neither  the  church  of  duke,  had  been  influenced  by  the  Roman- 

Engiand,  nor  Calvin,  nor  any  of  the  re-  ising  tendency  of  some  Anglican  divines. 
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discuss  the  ways  and  methods  fit  to  be  taken  for  the  ad« 
vancement  of  the  catholic  religion  in  these  kingdoms.  The 
king  spoke  earnestly,  and  with  tears  in  his  eyes.  After  a 
long  deliberation^  it  was  agreed  that  there  was  no  better 
way  to  accomplish  this  purpose  than  through  France ;  the 
house  of  Austria  being  in  no  condition  to  give  any  assist- 
ance.* 

The  famous  secret  treaty,  which,  though  believed  on  pretty 
Secret  treaty  good  evidcucc  uot  loug  after  the  time,  was  first 
of  1670.  actually  brought  to  light  by  Dalrymple  about  half  a 
century  since,  began  to  be  negotiated  very  soon  after  this  con- 
sultation.t  We  find  allusions  to  the  king's  projects  in  one 
of  his  letters  to  the  duchess  of  Orleans,  dated  22d  March, 
1669*  t  In  another  of  June  6.,  the  methods  he 
was  adopting  to  secure  himself  in  this  perilous  junc- 
ture appear.  He  was  to  fortify  Plymouth,  Hull,  and  Ports- 
mouth, and  to  place  them  in  trusty  hands.  The  fleet  was 
under  the  duke,  as  lord  admiral ;  the  guards  and  their  offi- 
cers were  thought  in  general  well  afiected§;  but  his  great 
reliance  was  on  the  most  christian  king.     He  stipulated  for 

*  Macpherson,  50.  Life  of  James,  4 1 4.  lution,  contains  extracts  from  it.  Dal- 
t  De  Witt  was  apprised  of  the  in-  rymple,  iL  80.  Somers  Tracts,  yili.  13, 
trigue  between  France  and  England  as  State  Tracts,  temp.  W.  III.,  yol.  i.  p.  1. 
early  as  April,  1669,  through  a  Swedish  Harl.  Misc.  ii.  387.  (Euvres  de  Louis 
agent  at  Paris.  Temple,  179.  Temple  XIV.,  vi.  476.  It  is  singular  that  Hiune 
himself,  in  the  course  of  that  year,  be-  should  have  slighted  so  well  authentic 
came  convinced  that  the  king^s  views  cated  a  fact,  even  before  Dalrymple*s  pub- 
were  not  those  of  his  people,  and  reflects  lication  of  the  treaty  ;  but  I  suppose  he 
severely  on  his  conduct  in  a  letter,  De-  had  never  heard  of  Primi's  book.  [Yet 
cember  24.  1669,  p.  206.  In  September,  it  had  been  quoted  by  Bolingbroke,  Dis-> 
1670,  on  his  sudden  recall  from  the  sertation  on  Parties,  Letter  iv.,  who  al- 
Hague,  De  Witt  told  him  his  suspicions  ludes  also  to  "  other  proo6,  which  have 
of  a  clandestine  treaty,  241.  He  was  re-  not  seen  the  light.*'  And,  in  the  "  Let- 
ceived  on  his  return  coldly  by  Arlington,  ters  on  the  Study  of  History,*'  Lett.  viL* 
and  almost  with  rudeness  by  Clifford,  he  is  rather  more  explicit  about  **  the 
244.  lliey  knew  he  would  never  concur  private  relations  I  have  read  formerly, 
in  the  new  projects.  But  in  1682,  during  drawn  up  by  those  who  were  no  enemies 
one  of  the  intervals  when  Charles  was  to  such  designs,  and  on  the  authority  of 
playing  false  with  his  brother  Louis,  the  those  who  were  parties  to  them.**]  The 
letter,  in  revenge,  let  an  abb^  Primi,  in  original  treaty  has  lately  been  published 
a  history  of  the  Dutch  war,  publish  an  by  Dr.  Lingard,  from  Lord  Clifibrd's 
account  of  the  whole  secret  treaty,  under  cabinet.  [Dalrymple  had  only  given  a 
the  name  of  the  count  de  St.  Majolo.  rough  draught  iirom  the  depot  at  Ver- 
This  book  was  immediately  suppressed  sailles,  drawn  by  sir  Richard  Bdalingfbr 
at  the  instance  of  the  English  ambas-  the  French  court.  The  variations  are 
sador ;  and  Primi  was  sent  for  a  short  not  very  material.  ] 
time  to  the  Bastile.  But  a  pamphlet,  i  Dalrymple,  il  22. 
published  in  London  just  after  the  Revo-  §  Dalrymple,  23.  Life  of  James,  442, 
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200,000/.  annually,  and  for  the  aid  of  6000 French  troops.* 
In  return  for  such  important  succour,  Charles  undertook  to 
serve  his  ally's  ambition  and  wounded  pride  against  the 
United  Provinces.  These,  when  conquered  by  the  French 
arms,  with  the  co-operation  of  an  English  navy,  were 
already  shared  by  the  royal  conspirators.  A  part  of  Zealand 
fell  to  the  lot  of  England,  the  remainder  of  the  Seven 
Provinces  to  France,  with  an  understanding  that  some 
compensation  should  be  made  to  the  prince  of  Orange. 
In  die  event  of  any  new  rights  to  the  Spanish  monarchy 
accruing  to  the  most  christian  king,  at  it  is  worded,  (that 
is,  on  the  death  of  the  king  of  Spain,  a  sickly  child,)  it 
was  agreed  that  England  should  assist  him  with  all  her 
force  by  sea  and  land,  but  at  his  own  expense ;  and  should 
obtain,  not  only  Ostend  and  Minorca,  but,  as  far  as  the 
king  of  France  could  contribute  to  it,  such  parts  of  Spanish 
America  as  she  should  choose  to  conquer,  t  So  strange 
a  scheme  of  partitioning  that  vast  inheritance  was  never, 
I  believe,  suspected  till  the  publication  of  the  treaty ;  though 
Bolingbroke  had  alluded  to  a  previous  treaty  of  partition 
between  Louis  and  the  emperor  Leopold,  the  complete  dis* 
covery  of  which  has  been  but  lately  made,  t 

Each  conspirator,  in  his  coalition  against  the  protestant 
faith  and  liberties  of  Europe,  had  splendid  objects  in  Differences 
view  ;  but  those  of  Louis  seemed  by  far  the  more  chw£°and: 
probable  of  the  two,  and  less  liable  to  be  defeated.  thi"m^e'pf 
The  full  completion  of  their  scheme  would  have  re- 


its  execution. 


*  The  tenor  of  the  article  leads  me  to  lippioe  Islands  ;  Leopold  taking  all  the 
conclude,  that  these  troops  were   to  be  rest.     The  obvious  drift  of  this  was,  that 
landed  in  England  at  all  events,  in  order  France  should  put  herself  in  possession 
to  secure  the  public  tranquillity,  without  of  an  enormous  increase  of  power  and 
waiting  for  any  disturbance.  territory,  leaving  Leopold  to  fight  as  he 
f  F.  49.  could  for  Spain  and  America,  which  were 
f  Bolingbroke  has  a  remarkable  pas-  not  likely   to  submit  peaceably.     The 
sage  as  to  this  in  his  Letters  on  History  Austrian  cabinet  understood   this;  and 
(Letter  VIL):  it  may  be  also  alluded  proposed  that  they  should  exchange  their 
to  by  others.     The  full  details,  however,  shares.     Finally,  however,   it  was   con- 
as  well  as  more  authentic  proofs,  were  eluded  on  the  king's  terms,  except  that 
reserved,  as  I  believe,  for  the  publication  he  was  to  take  Sicily  instead  of  Milan. 
of  (Euvres  de  Louis  XIV.,  where  they  One  article  of  this  treaty  was,  that  Louis 
will  be  found  in  vol.  ii.  403.     The  pro-  should  keep  what  he  had  conquered  in 
posal  of  Louis  to  the  emperor,  in  1 667,  Flanders  ;  in  other  M'ords,  the  terms  of 
was,  that   France  should  have  the  Pays  the  treaty   of    Aix   la    Chapelle.     The 
Bas,  Franche  Comte,  Milan,  Naples,  the  ratitications  were  exchanged  29th  F6b. 
porta  of  Tuscany,  Navarre,  and  the  Phi-  1668.     I^uis  represents  himself  as  more 

VOL.  II.  G 
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united  a  great  kingdom  to  the  catholic  religion,  and  turned 
a  powerful  neighbour  into  a  dependent  pensioner.  But 
should  this  fail  (and  Louis  was  too  sagacious  not  to  discern 
the  chances  of  failure),  he  had  pledged  to  him  the  assistance 
of  an  ally  in  subjugating  the  republic  of  Holland,  which, 
according  to  all  human  calculation,  could  not  withstand 
their  united  efforts ;  nay,  even  in  those  ulterior  projects 
which  his  restless  and  sanguine  ambition  had  ever  in  view, 
and  the  success  of  which  would  have  realized,  not  indeed 
the  chimera  of  an  universal  monarchy,  but  a  supremacy 
and  dictatorship  over  Europe,  Charles,  on  the  other  hand, 
besides  that  he  had  no  other  return  to  make  for  the  ne- 
cessary protection  of  France,  was  impelled  by  a  personal 
hatred  of  the  Dutch,  and  by  the  consciousness  that  their 
commonwealth  was  the  standing  reproach  of  arbitrary  power, 
to  join  readily  in  the  plan  for  its  subversion.  But,  looking 
first  to  his  own  objects,  and  perhaps  a  little  distrustful  of 
his  ally,  he  pressed  that  his  profession  of  the  Roman  catholic 
religion  should  be  the  first  measure  in  prosecution  of  the 
treaty ;  and  that  he  should  immediately  receive  the  stipulated 
200,000/.,  or  at  least  a  part  of  the  money.  Louis  insisted 
that  the  declaration  of  war  against  Holland  should  precede. 
This  difference  occasioned  a  considerable  delay;  and  it  was 
chiefly  with  a  view  of  bringing  round  her  brother  on  this 
point,  that  the  duchess  of  Orleans  took  her  famous  journey 
to  Dover  in  the  spring  of  1670.  Yet,  notwithstanding 
her  influence,  which  passed  for  irresistible,  he  persisted  in 
adhering  to  the  right  reserved  to  him  in  the  draft  of  the 
treaty,  of  choosing  his  own  time  for  the  declaration  of 
his  religion  ;  and  it  was  concluded  on  this  footing  at  Dover, 
by  Clifford,  Arundel,  and  Arhngton,  on  the  22d  of  May, 
1670,  during  the  visit  of  the  duchess  of  Orleans.* 

induced  by  this  prospect  than  by  any  fear  that  Henrietta,  whose  visit  to  Dover  he 

of  the  triple  alliance,  of  which  he  speaks  had  for  this  reason  been  much  against, 

slightingly,  to  conclude  the  peace  of  Aix  prevailed  on  the  king  to  change  his  reso- 

la  Chapelle.     He  thought  that  he  should  lution,  and  to  begin  with  the  war.     He 

acquire  a  character  for  moderation  which  gained  over  Arlington  and  Clifford.  The 

might  be  serviceable  to  him,  "  dans  les  duke  told  them  it  would  quite  defeat  the 

grands   accroissemcns   que   ma    fortune  catholic  design,  because  the  king  must 

pourroit  recevoir."  Vol.  ii.  p.  369.  run  in  debt,  and  be  at  the  mercy  of  his 

*  Dalrymple,  31 — 57.     James  gives  a  parliament.     They  answered  that,  if  the 

different  account  of  this ;  and  intimates  war  succeeded,  it  was  not  much  matter 
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A  mutual  distrust,  however,  retarded  the  further  progress 
of  this  scheme ;  one  party  unwilling  to  commit  himself  till 
he  should  receive  money,  the  other  too  cautious  to  run  the 
risk  of  throwing  it  away.  There  can  be  no  question  but  that 
the  king  of  France  was  right  in  urging  the  conquest  of  Hol- 
land as  a  preliminary  of  the  more  delicate  business  they  were 
to  manage  in  England ;  and,  from  Charles's  subsequent  be- 
haviour, as  well  as  his  general  fickleness  and  love  of  ease, 
there  seems  reason  to  believe  that  he  would  gladly  have  re- 
ceded from  an  undertaking  of  which  he  must  every  day  have 
more  strongly  perceived  the  difficulties.  He  confessed,  in 
fact,  to  Louis's  ambassador,  that  he  was  almost  the  only  man 
in  his  kingdom  who  liked  a  French  alliance.*  The  change 
of  religion,  on  a  nearer  view,  appeared  dangerous  for  himself, 
and  impracticable  as  a  national  measure.  He  had  not  dared 
to  intrust  any  of  his  protestant  ministers,  even  Buckingham, 
whose  indifference  in  such  points  was  notorious,  with  this 
great  secret ;  and,  to  keep  them  the  better  in  the  dark,  a 
mock  negotiation  was  set  on  foot  with  France,  and  a  pre- 
tended treaty  actually  signed,  the  exact  counterpart  of  the 
other,  except  as  to  religion.  Buckingham,  Shaftesbury,  and 
Lauderdale  were  concerned  in  this  simulated  treaty,  the  ne- 
gotiation for  which  did  not  commence  till  after  the  original 
convention  had  been  signed  at  Dover,  t 


what  people  suspected.    P.  450.     This  Orange  came  over  to  England  in  1 670. 

sbovs  that  they  looked  on  force  as  neces-  He  was  then  very  young  ;  and  his  uncle, 

sary  to  compass  the  design,   and  that  who  was  really  attached  to  him,  would 

the  noble  resistance  of  the  Dutch,  under  have  gladly  associated  him  in  the  design ; 

the  prince  of  Orange,  was   that  which  indeed  it  had  been  agreed  that  he  was  to 

ihiKtrated  the  whole  conspiracy.     **  The  possess  part  of  the  United  Provinces  in 

duke,"  it  is  again  said,  p.  453.,  **  was  in  sovereignty.    But  Colbert  writes  that  the 

hia  own  judgment  against  entering  into  king  had  found  him  so  tealous  a  Dutch- 

this  war  before  his  majesty's  power  and  man  and  protestant,  that  he  could  not 

authority  in   England  had  been   better  trust  him  with  any  part  of  the  secret, 

fixed   and  less  precarious,   as  it  would  He  let  him  know,  however,  as  we  learn 

have   been,  if  the   private    treaty   first  from  Burnet,  383.,  that  he  had  himself 

agreed  on  had  not  been  altered.**     The  embraced  the  Romish  faith. 

French   court,  however,   was  evidently  *  Dalrymple,  57. 

right  in  thinking  that,  till  the  conquest  f  P.   68.      Life  of  James,  444.     In 

of  Holland  sliould  be  achieved,  the  de-  this  work  it  is  said  that  even  the  duchess 

daration  of  the  king*s  religion   would  of  Orleans  had  no  knowledge  of  the  real 

only  weaken  him  at  home.     It  is  grati-  treaty  ;  and  that  the  other  originated  with 

fying  to  find  the  heroic  character  of  our  Buckingham.     But   Dalrynnple*s  autho- 

glorious  deliverer  displaying  itself  among  rity  seems  far  better  in  this  instance. 
these  Ibul  conspiracies.     The  prince  of 

o  2 
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The  court  of  France  having  yielded  to  Charles  the  point 
about  which  he  had  seemed  so  anxious,  had  soon  the  morti- 
fication to  discover  that  he  would  take  no  steps  to  effect  it. 
They  now  urged  that  immediate  declaration  of  his  religion, 
which  they  had  for  very  wise  reasons  not  long  before  dis- 
suaded. The  king  of  England  hung  back,  and  tried  so  many 
excuses,  that  they  had  reason  to  suspect  his  sincerity ;  not 
that  in  fact  he  had  played  a  feigned  part  from  the  beginning, 
but  his  zeal  for  popery  having  given  way  to  the  seductions  of 
a  voluptuous  and  indolent  life,  he  had  been  led,  with  the  good 
sense  he  naturally  possessed,  to  form  a  better  estimate  of  his 
resources  and  of  the  opposition  he  must  encounter.  Mean- 
while the  eagerness  of  his  ministers  had  plunged  the  nation 
into  war  with  Holland  ;  and  Louis,  having  attained  his  prin- 
cipal end,  ceased  to  trouble  the  king  on  the  subject  of  reli- 
gion. He  received  large  sums  from  France  during  the  Dutch 
war.* 

This  memorable  transaction  explains  and  justifies  the 
strenuous  opposition  made  in  parliament  to  the  king  and 
duke  of  York,  and  may  be  reckoned  the  first  act  of  a  drama 
which  ended  in  the  revolution.  It  is  true  that  the  precise 
terms  of  this  treaty  were  not  authentically  known  ;  but  there 
can  be  no  doubt  that  those  who  from  this  time  displayed  an 
insuperable  jealousy  of  one  brother,  and  a  determined  enmity 
to  the  other,  had  proofs,  enough  for  moral  conviction,  of 
their  deep  conspiracy  wdth  France  against  religion  and  liberty. 
This  suspicion  is  implied  in  all  the  conduct  of  that  parlia- 
mentary opposition,  and  is  the  apology  of  much  that  seems 
violence  and  faction,  especially  in  the  business  of  the  popish 
plot  and  the  bill  of  exclusion.  It  is  of  importance  also  to 
observe  that  James  11.  was  not  misled  and  betrayed  by  false 
or  foolish  counsellors,  as  some  would  suggest,  in  his  endea- 
vours to  subvert  the  laws,  but  acted  on  a  plan,  long  since 
concerted,  and  in  which  he  had  taken  a  principal  share. 

It  must  be  admitted  that  neither  in  the  treaty  itself  nor  in 
the  few  letters  which  have  been  published  by  Dalrymple,  do 
we  find  any  explicit  declaration,  either  that  the  catholic  re- 
ligion was  to  be  established  as  the  national  church,  or  arbitrary 

•   Dalrymple,  84,  Ac. 
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power  introduced  in  England.  But  there  are  not  wanting 
strong  presumptions  of  this  design.  The  king  speaks,  in  a 
letter  to  his  sister,  of  finding  means  to  put  the  proprietors  of 
church  lands  out  of  apprehension.*  He  uses  the  expression, 
"  retablir  la  religion  catholique  ;'*  which,  though  not  quite 
unequivocal,  seems  to  convey  more  than  a  bare  toleration,  or 
a  personal  profession  by  the  sovereign.!  He  talks  of  a  ne- 
gotiation with  the  court  of  Rome  to  obtain  the  permission  of 
having  mass  in  the  vulgar  tongue  and  communion  in  both 
kinds,  as  terms  that  would  render  his  conversion  agreeable  to 
his  subjects,  t  He  tells  the  French  ambassador,  that  not  only 
his  conscience,  but  the  confusion  he  saw  every  day  increasing 
in  his  kingdom,  to  the  diminution  of  his  authority,  impelled 
him  to  declare  himself  a  catholic  ;  which,  besides  the  spiritual 
advantage,  he  believed  to  be  the  only  means  of  restoring  the 
monarchy.  These  passages,  as  well  as  the  precautions  taken  in 
expectation  of  a  vigorous  resistance  from  a  part  of  the  nation, 
appear  to  intimate  a  formal  re-establishment  of  the  cathdic 
church ;  a  measure  connected,  in  the  king's  apprehension,  if 
not  strictly  with  arbitrary  power,  yet  with  a  very  material 
enhancement  of  his  prerogative.  For  the  profession  of  an 
obnoxious  faith  by  the  king,  as  an  insulated  person,  w^ould, 
instead  of  strengthening  his  authority,  prove  the  greatest  ob- 
stacle to  it ;  as,  in  the  next  reign,  turned  out  to  be  the  case. 
Charles,  however,  and  the  duke  of  York  deceived  themselves 
into  a  confidence  that  the  transition  could  be  effected  with  no 
extraordinary  difficulty.  The  king  knew  the  prevailing  laxity 
of  religious  principles  in  many  about  his  court,  and  thought  he 
had  reason  to  rely  on  others  as  secretly  catholic.  Sunderland 
is  mentioned  as  a  young  man  of  talent,  inclined  to  adopt  that 
religion.  §  Even  the  earl  of  Orrery  is  spoken  of  as  a  catholic 
in  his  heart.  ||  TTie  duke,  who  conversed  more  among  divines, 
was  led  to  hope,  from  the  strange  language  of  the  high-church 
party,  that  they  might  readily  be  persuaded  to  make  what 
seemed  no  long  step,  and  come  into  easy  terms  of  union.  % 

*  Dalrymple,  23.  disposed,  and  which  was  hardly  a  secret 

-f  P.  52.     The  reluctance  to  let  the  at  court. 

duke   of    Buckingham  into   the  secret  \  P.  62.  84. 

seems  to  prove  that  more  was  meant  than  §  P.  81.                 ||  P.  S3. 

a  toleration  of  the  Roman  catholic  reli-  ^  "  The   generality  of  the  church  of 

gioD,  towards  which  he  had  always  been  England  men  was  not  at  that  time  very 
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It  was  the  constant  policy  of  the  Romish  priests  to  extenuate 
the  differences  between  the  two  churches,  and  to  throw  the 
main  odium  of  the  schism  on  the  Calvinistic  sects.  And 
many  of  the  Anglicans,  in  their  abhorrence  of  protestant  non- 
conformists, played  into  the  hands  of  the  common  enemy. 
The  court,  however,  entertained  great  hopes  from  the  de- 
Fresh  pressed  condition  of  the  dissenters,  wkom  it  was  in- 
igawirt"  tended  to  bribe  with  that  toleration  under  a  catholic 
di«enter..  Yegimeiij  which  they  could  so  little  expect  from  the 
church  of  England.  Hence  the  duke  of  York  was  always 
strenuous  against  schemes  of  comprehension,  which  would 
invigorate  the  protestant  interest  and  promote  conciliation. 
With  the  opposite  view  of  rendering  a  union  among  protest- 
ants  impracticable,  the  rigorous  episcopalians  were  encou- 
raged underhand  to  prosecute  the  non-conformists.*  The 
duke  of  York  took  pains  to  assure  Owen,  an  eminent  divine 
of  the  independent  persuasion,  that  he  looked  on  all  persecu- 
tion as  an  unchristian  thing,  and  altogether  against  his  con- 
science, t  Yet  the  court  promoted  a  renewal  of  the  tem- 
porary act,  passed  in  1664  against  conventicles,  which  was 
reinforced  by  the  addition  of  an  extraordinary  proviso,  "  That 
all  clauses  in  the  act  should  be  construed  most  largely  and 
beneficially  for  suppressing  conventicles,  and  for  the  justified^ 
tion  and  encouragement  of  all  persons  to  be  employed  in  the 
execution  thereof.'*  t  Wilkins,  the  most  honest  of  the  bishops, 
opposed  this  act  in  the  house  of  lords,  notwithstanding  the 
king's  personal  request  that  he  would  be  silent.  §  Sheldon, 
and  others,  who,  like  him,  disgraced  the  church  of  England 
by  their  unprincipled  policy  or  their  passions,  not  only  gave 
it  their  earnest  support  at  the  time,  but  did  all  in  their  pow^er 
to  enforce  its  execution.  ||    As  the  king's  temper  was  naturally 

ayene  to  the  catholic   religion ;    many  absurdity  that  there  was  a  good  under- 

that  went  under  that  name  had  their  re-  standing  between  the  two  parties, 
ligion   to    choose,  and  went  to  church         §  Burnet,  p.  272. 
for   company's   sake."     Life  of  James,         ||   Baxter,  p.  74.  86.     Kennet,  p.  311. 

p.  442.  See  a  letter  of  Sheldon,  written  at  this 

*  Ibid.  time,  to  the  bishops  of    his    province, 

f  Macpherson*s  Extracts,  p.  51 .  urging  them  to  persecute  the  non-con- 

{  22  Car.  2.  c.  1.      Kennet,  p.  306.  formists.     Harris's    Life  of  Charles  II., 

The  zeal  in  the  commons  against  popery  p.  106.     Proofs  also  are  given  by  this 

tended  to  aggravate  this  persecution  of  author  of  the  manner    in   which  some, 

the  dissenters.     They  had  been  led  by  such  as  Lamplugh  and  W^ard,  responded 

some  furious  clergymen  to  believe  the  to  their  primate's  wishes. 
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tolerant,  his  co-operation  in  this  severe  measure  would  not 
easily  be  understood,  without  the  explanation  that  a  know- 
ledge of  his  secret  policy  enables  us  to  give.  In  no  long 
course  of  time  the  persecution  was  relaxed,  the  imprisoned 
ministers  set  at  liberty,  some  of  the  leading  dissenters 
received  pensions,  and  the  king's  declaration  of  a  general 
indulgence  held  forth  an  asylum  from  the  law  under  the 
banner  of  prerogative.*  Though  this  is  said  to  have  pro- 
ceeded from  the  advice  of  Shaftesbury,  who  had  no  concern 
in  the  original  secret  treaty  with  France,  it  was  completely 
in  the  spirit  of  that  compact,  and  must  have  been  acceptable 
to  the  king. 

But  the  factious,  fanatical,  republican  party,  (such  were  the 
usual  epithets  of  the  court  at  the  time,  such  have  ever  since 
been  applied  by  the  advocates  or  apologists  of  the  Stuarts,) 
had  gradually  led  away  by  their  delusions  that  parliament  of 
cavaliers ;  or,  in  other  words,  the  glaring  vices  of  the  king, 
and  the  manifestation  of  designs  against  -religion  and  liberty, 
had  dispossessed  them  of  a  confiding  loyalty,  which,  though 
highly  dangerous  from  its  excess,  had  always  been  rather 
ardent  than  servile.  The  sessions  had  been  short,  and  the 
intervals  of  repeated  prorogations  much  longer  than  usual ; 
a  policy  not  well  calculated  for  that  age,  where  the  growing 
discontents  and  suspicions  of  the  people  acquired  strength  by 
the  stoppage  of  the  regular  channel  of  complaint.  Yet  the 
house  of  commons,  during  this  period,  though  unmanageable 
on  the  one  point  of  toleration,  had  displayed  no  want  of 
confidence  in  the  king  nor  any  animosity  towards  his  admini- 
stration ;  notwithstanding  the  flagrant  abuses  in  the  expendi- 
ture, which  the  parliamentary  commission  of  public  accounts 

Sheldon  found  a  panegyrist  quite  in  the  Biographia  Britannica.  It  is  la- 
worthy  of  him  in  his  chaplain  Parker,  mentable  to  rest  on  such  proofs.  I  should 
afWrwards  bishop  of  Oxford.  This  not<  certainly  not  have  expected  that,  in  Mag- 
able  person  has  left  a  Latin  history  of  dalen  college,  of  all  places,  the  name  of 
his  own  time,  wherein  he  largely  com-  Parker  would  have  been  held  in  honour ; 
memorates  the  archbishop's  zeal  in  mo-  and  as  to  the  Biograpbia,  laudatory  as  it 
lesting  the  dissenters,  and  praises  him  for  is  of  primates  in  general,  (save  Tillotson, 
defeating  the  scheme  of  comprehension,  whom  it  depreciates,)  I  find,  on  refer- 
P.  25.  I  observe,  that  the  late  excellent  ence,  that  its  praise  of  Slieldon*s  virtues 
editor  of  Burnet  has  endeavoured  to  slide  is  grounded  on  the.  authority  of  his  epi- 
in  a  word  for  the  primate  (note  on  voL  i.  taph  in  Croydon  church. 
p.  843.),  on  the  authority  of  that  history  *  Baxter,  87. 
by  bishop  Parker,  and  of  Sheldon*s  Life 
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had  brought  to  light,  and  the  outrageous  assault  on  sir  John 
Coventry ;  a  crime  notoriously  perpetrated  by  persons  em- 
ployed by  the  court,  and  probably  by  the  king's  direct 
order.* 

The  war  with  Holland  at  the  beginning  of   I672,  so  re- 
pugnant to  English   interests,  so  unwarranted  by 

Dutch  war.  **-'  .  .-  •■  •^•i»«^ 

any  provocation,  so  iniamousiy  piratical  m  its  com- 
mencement, so  ominous  of  further  schemes  still  more  dark 
and  dangerous,  finally  opened  the  eyes  of  all  men  of  inte- 
grity. It  was  accompanied  by  the  shutting  up  of  the  exche- 
quer, an  avowed  bankruptcy  at  the  moment  of  beginning  an 
expensive  wart,  and  by  the  declaration  of  indulgence,  or  sus- 
pension of  all  penal  laws  in  religion  ;  an  assertion  of  prero- 
gative which  seemed  without  limit.  These  exorbitances  w^ere 
the  more  scandalous,  that  they  happened  during  a  very  long 
prorogation.  Hence  the  court  so  lost  the  confidence  of  the 
house  of  commons,  that,  with  all  the  lavish  corruption  of  the 
following  period,  it .  could  never  regain  a  secure  majority  on 
any  important  question.  The  superiority  of  what  was  called 
the  country  party  is  referred  to  the  session  of  February, 
1673*  in  which  they  compelled  the  king  to  recall  his  pro- 
clamation suspending  the  penal  laws,  and  raised  a  barrier 
against  the  encroachments  of  popery  in  the  test  act. 

The  king's  declaration  of  indulgence  had  been  projected 
by  Shaftesbury,  in  order  to  conciliate  or  lull  to  sleep 
onndu*.**"    the  protestant  dissenters.     It  redounded,  in  its  im- 
mediate efiect,  chiefly  to  their  benefit;  the  catholics 


gence 


*  This   is   asserted   by    Burnet,  and  but  this  was  never  paid  till  the  latter  part 

seems  to  be  acknowledged  by  the  duke  of  William's  reign.    It  may  be  considered 

of  York.       The  court  endeavoured    to  as  the  beginning  of  our  national  debt 

mitigate  the  effect  of  the  bill  brought  It  seems  to  have  been  intended  to  follow 

into   the   commons,    in  consequence   of  the  shutting  up  of  the  exchequer  with  a 

Coventry's  injury ;  and  so  far  succeeded,  still  more  unwarrantable  stretch  of  power, 

that,  instead  of  a  partial  measure  of  pro-  by  granting  an  injunction  to  the  credi- 

tection  for  the  members  of  the  house  of  tors  who  were  suing  the  bankers  at  law. 

commons,  as  originally  designed,  (which  According    to  North    (Examen,   p.  ^S. 

seemed,  I  suppose,  to  carry  too  marked  a  47. ),  lord -keeper  Bridgman  resigned  the 

reference  to  the  particular  transaction,)  great  seal  rather  than  comply  with  this; 

it  was  turned  into  a  general  act,  making  and  Shaftesbury  himself,  who  succeeded 

it  a  capital  felony  to  wound  with  inten-  him,  did  not  venture,  if  I  understand  the 

tion  to  maim  or  disfigure.     But  the  name  passage  rightly,  to  grant  an  absolute  in- 

of  the  Coventry  act  has  always  clung  to  junction.     The  promise  of  interest  for 

this  statute.     Pari.  Hist.  461.  their  money  seems  to  have  been  given 

f  The  king  promised  the  bankers  in-  instead  of  this  noore  illegal  and  violent 

terest  at  six  per  cent,    instead  of  the  remedy, 
money  due  to  them  from  the  exchequer ; 
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already  enjoying  a  connivance  at  the  private  exercise  of  their 
religion,  and  the  declaration  expressly  refusing  them  public 
places  of  worship.  The  plan  was  most  laudable  in  itself, 
could  we  separate  the  motives  which  prompted  it,  and  the 
means  by  which  it  was  pretended  to  be  made  effectual.  But 
in  the  declaration  the  king  says,  "  We  think  ourselves 
obliged  to  make  use  of  that  supreme  power  in  ecclesiastical 
matters,  which  is  not  only  inherent  in  us,  but  hath  been  de- 
clared and  recognised  to  be  so  by  several  statutes  and  acts  of 
parliament."  "  We  do,"  he  says,  not  long  afterwards, 
"  declare  our  will  and  pleasure  to  be,  that  the  execution  of 
all  and  all  manner  of  penal  laws  in  matters  ecclesiastical, 
against  whatsoever  sort  of  non-conformists  or  recusants,  be 
immediately  suspended,  and  they  are  hereby  suspended." 
He  mentions  also  his  intention  to  license  a  certain  number  of 
places  for  the  religious  worship  of  non-conforming  protest- 
ants.* 

It  was  generally  understood  to  be  an  ancient  prerogative 
of  the  crown  to  dispense  with  penal  statutes  in  favour  of  par- 
ticular persons,  and  under  certain  restrictions.  It  was  un- 
deniable, that  the  king  might,  by  what  is  called  a  "  noli 
prosequi,"  stop  any  criminal  prosecution  commenced  in  his 
courts,  though  not  an  action  for  the  recovery  of  a  pecuniary 
penalty,  which,  by  many  statutes,  was  given  to  the  common 
informer.  He  might  of  course  set  at  liberty,  by  means  of  a 
pardon,  any  person  imprisoned,  whether  upon  conviction  or 
by  a  magistrate's  warrant.  Thus  the  operation  of  penal 
statutes  in  religion  might  in  a  great  measure  be  rendered  in- 
effectual, by  an  exercise  of  undisputed  prerogatives ;  and 
thus,  in  fact,  the  catholics  had  been  enabled,  since  the  acces- 
sion of  the  house  of  Stuart,  to  withstand  the  crushing  severity 
of  the  laws.  But  a  pretension,  in  explicit  terms,  to  suspend 
a  body  of  statutes,  a  command  to  magistrates  not  to  put 
them  in  execution,  arrogated  a  sort  of  absolute  power,  which 
no  benefits  of  the  indulgence  itself  (had  they  even  been  less 
insidiously  offered)  could  induce  a  lover  of  constitutional  pri- 
vileges to  endure,  t    Notwithstanding  the  affected  distinction 

*  Pari.  Hist  515.     Kennet,  313.  cause  he  would  not  put  it  to  thedeclara- 

f  Bridgman,  the  lord-keeper,  resigned    tion  of  indulgence,  and  was  succeeded  by 
the  great  seal>  according  to  Burnet,  be-     Shaftesbury. 


90       CONSTITUTIONAL    HISTORY    OF    ENGLAND      [Chap.  XI. 

of  temporal  and  ecclesiastical  matters,  it  was  evident  that  the 
king^s  supremacy  was  as  much  capable  of  being  bounded  by 
the  legislature  in  one  as  in  the  other,  and  that  every  law  in 
the  statute-book  might  be  repealed  by  a  similar  proclamation. 
The  house  of  commons  voted  that  the  king's  prerogative,  in 
matters  ecclesiastical,  does  not  extend  to  repeal  acts  of  par- 
oppo»ed  by  liament ;  and  addressed  the  king  to  recall  his  declara^ 
parliament,  ^^^^  Whether  from  a  desire  to  protect  the  non- 
conformists in  a  toleration  even  illegally  obtained,  or  from 
the  influence  of  Buckingham  among  some  of  the  leaders  of 
opposition,  it  appears  from  the  debates  that  many  of  those, 
who  had  been  in  general  most  active  against  the  court,  re- 
sisted this  vote,  which  was  carried  by  168  to  116.  The 
king,  in  his  answer  to  this  address,  lamented  that  the 
house  should  question  his  ecclesiastical  power,  which  had 
never  been  done  before.  This  brought  on  a  fresh  rebuke ; 
and,  in  a  second  address,  they  positively  deny  the  king's 
right  to  suspend  any  law.  "  The  legislative  power,**  they 
say,  "  has  always  been  acknowledged  to  reside  in  the  king 
and  two  houses  of  parliament."  The  king,  in  a  speech 
to  the  house  of  lords,  complained  much  of  the  opposition 
made  by  the  commons ;  and  found  a  majority  of  the 
former  disposed  to  support  him,  though  both  houses  con- 
curred in  an  address  against  the  growth  of  popery.  At 
and  with-  length,  against  the  advice  of  the  bolder  part  of  his 
drawn.  couucil,  but  Certainly  with  a  just  sense  of  what  he 
most  valued,  his  ease  of  mind,  Charles  gave  way  to  the 
public  voice,  and  withdrew  his  declaration.* 

There  was  indeed  a  line  of  policy  indicated  at  this  time, 

*  Pari.  Hist.  517.     The  presbyterian  and  some  others,  advised   the  king  to 

party  do  not  appear  to  have  supported  comply ;  the  duke  and  the  rest  of  the 

the   declaration,   at   least    Birch  spoke  council  urging  him  to  adhere,  and  ShafVes- 

against  it :  Waller,  Seymour,  sir  Robert  bury,  who  had  been  the  first  mover  of 

Howard  in  its  favour.     Baxter  says,  the  the  project,  pledging  himself  for  its  sue- 

non-conformists  were  divided  in  opinion  cess :  there  being  a  party  for  the  king 

as  to  the  propriety  of  availing  themselves  among  the  commons,  and  a  force  on  foot 

of  the  declaration.    P.  99.      Birch  told  enough  to  daunt  the  other  side.      It  was 

Pepys,  some  years  before,  that  he  feared  suspected  that  the  women  interposed,  and 

some  would  try  for  extending  the  tolera-  prevailed  on  the  king  to  withdraw  his 

tion  to    papists ;    but   the   sober   party  declaration.       Upon     this,    Shaftesbury 

would  rather  be  without  it  than  have  it  turned    short   round,    provoked    at  the 

on  those  terms.    Pepys*s  Diary,  Jan.  31.  king*s  want  of  steadiness,  and  especially 

1668.     Pari.   Hist.  546.   561.      Father  at  his  giving  up  the  point  about  issuing 

Orleans  says,  that  Ormond,  Arlington,  writs  in  the  recess  of  parliament. 
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which,  though  intolerable  to  the  bigotry  and  passion  of  the 
house,  would  best  have  foiled  the  schemes  of  the  ministry  ;  a 
legislative  repeal  of  all  the  penal  statutes  both  against  the 
catholic  and  the  protestant  dissenter,  as  far  as  regarded  the 
exercise  of  their  religion.  It  must  be  evident  to  any  impar- 
tial man,  that  the  unrelenting  harshness  of  parliament,  from 
whom  no  abatement,  even  in  the  sanguinary  laws  against  the 
priests  of  the  Romish  church,  had  been  obtained,  had  na- 
turally, and  almost  irresistibly,  driven  the  members  of  that 
persuasion  into  the  camp  of  prerogative,  and  even  furnished 
a  pretext  for  that  continual  intrigue  and  conspiracy,  which 
was  carried  on  in  the  court  of  Charles  II.,  as  it  had  been 
in  that  of  his  father.  A  genuine  toleration  would  have 
put  an  end  to  much  of  this ;  but,  in  the  circumstances  of  that 
age,  it  could  not  have  been  safely  granted  without  an  ex- 
clusion from  those  public  trusts,  which  were  to  be  conferred 
by  a  sovereign  in  whom  no  trust  could  be  reposed. 

The  act  of  supremacy,  in  the  first  year  of  Elizabeth,  had 
imposed  on  all,  accepting  temporal  as  well  as  ecclesiastical 
offices,  an  oath  denying  the  spiritual  jurisdiction  of  the  pope. 
But,  though  the  refusal  of  this  oath,  when  tendered,  incurred 
various  penalties,  yet  it  does  not  appear  that  any  were 
attached  to  its  neglect,  or  that  the  oath  was  a  previous  qua- 
lification for  the  enjoyment  of  office,  as  it  was  made  by 
a  subsequent  act  of  the  same  reign  for  sitting  in  the  house  of 
commons.  It  was  found  also  by  experience  that  persons  at- 
tached to  the  Roman  doctrine  sometimes  made  use  of  strained 
constructions  to  reconcile  the  oath  of  supremacy  to  their 
faith.  Nor  could  that  test  be  offered  to  peers,  who 
were  excepted  by  a  special  provision.  For  these 
several  reasons  a  more  effectual  security  against  popish  coun- 
sellors, at  least  in  notorious  power,  was  created  by  the 
famous  test  act  of  1673,  which  renders  the  reception  of  the 
sacrament  according  to  the  rites  of  the  church  of  England, 
and  a  declaration  renouncing  the  doctrine  of  transubstan- 
tiation,  preliminary  conditions  without  which  no  temporal 
office  of  trust  can  be  enjoyed.*  In  this  fundamental  article 
of  faith,  no  compromise  or  equivocation  would  be  admitted 
by  any  member  of  the  church  of  Rome.     And,  as  the  obli- 

»  25  Car.  2.  c.  2.     Burnet,  p.  490. 
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gation  extended  to  the  highest  ranks,  this  reached  the  end 
for  which  it  was  immediately  designed ;  compelling,  not  only 
the  lord-treasurer  CliflFord,  the  boldest  and  most  dangerous 
of  that  party,  to  retire  from  public  business,  but  the  duke  of 
York  himself,  whose  desertion  of  the  protestant  church  was 
hitherto  not  absolutely  undisguised,  to  quit  the  post  of  lord 
admiral.* 

It  is  evident  that  a  test  might  have  been  framed  to  exclude 
the  Roman  catholic  as  effectually  as  the  present,  without 
bearing  like  this  on  the  protestant  non-conformist.  But, 
though  the  preamble  of  the  bill,  and  the  whole  history  of 
the  transaction,  show  that  the  main  object  was  a  safeguard 
against  popery,  it  is  probable  that  a  majority  of  both  houses 
liked  it  the  better  for  this  secondary  effect  of  shutting  out  the 
presbyterians  still  more  than  had  been  done  by  previous  sta- 
tutes of  this  reign.  There  took  place  however  a  remarkable 
coalition  between  the  two  parties  ;  and  many  who  had  always 
acted  as  high-church  men  and  cavaliers,  sensible  at  last  of 
the  policy  of  their  common  adversaries,  renounced  a  good 
deal  of  the  intolerance  and  bigotry  that  had  characterised  the 
present  parliament.  The  dissenters,  with  much  prudence  or 
laudable  disinterestedness,  gave  their  support  to  the  test  act. 
In  return,  a  bill  was  brought  in,  and,  after  some  debate, 
passed  to  the  lords,  repealing  in  a  considerable  degree  the 
persecuting  laws  against  their  worship.t  The  upper  house, 
perhaps  insidiously,  returned  it  wdth  amendments  more  fa- 
vourable to  the  dissenters,  and  insisted  upon  them,  after  a 
conference,  t     A  sudden  prorogation  very  soon  put  an  end 

*  The  test  act  began  in  a  resolution,  Anchitel  Grey,  a  member  of  the  commons 

February  38.  1673,  that  all  who  refuse  for  thirty  years;  but  his  notes,  though 

to  take  the  oaths  and  receive  the  sacra-  collectively  most  valuable,  are  sometimes 

ment,  according  to  the  rites  of  the  church  so  brief  and  ill  expressed,  that  it  is  hardly 

of    England,  shall   be   incapable  of  all  possible  to  make  out  their  meaning.  The 

public  employments.      Pari.  Hist.  556.  court  and  church  party,  or  rather  some  of 

The  court  party  endeavoured  to  oppose  them,  seem  to  have  much  opposed  this 

the  declaration  against  transubstantiation,  bill  for  the  relief  of  protestant  dissenters, 

but  of  course  in  vain.     Id.  561.  592.  |  Commons*  Journals,  28th  and  29th 

llic  king  had  pressed  his  brother  to  March,    1673.      Lords'  Journals,   24th 

receive  the  sacrament,  in  order  to  avoid  and  29th   March.      The  lords  were  so 

suspicion,  which  he  absolutely  refused  ;  slow  about  this  bill  that  the  lower  house, 

and  this  led,  he  says,  to  the  test.     Life  of  knowing  an  adjournment  to  be  in  con> 

James,  p.  482.    But  his  religion  was  long  templation,  sent  a  message  to  quicken 

pretty  well  known,  though  he  did  not  them,  according  to  a  practice  not  unusual 

cease  to  conform  till  1672.  in  this  reign.      Perhaps,  on  an  attentive 

t  Pari.  Hist.  526 — 585.  These  de-  consideration  of  the  report  on  the  con- 
bates  are  copied  from  tb.osc  published  by  ference  (March  29.)  it  may  appear  that 
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to  this  bill,  which  was  as  unacceptable  to  the  court,  as  it  was 
to  the  zealots  of  the  church  of  England.  It  had  been 
intended  to  follow  it  up  by  another,  excluding  all  who  should 
not  conform  to  the  established  church,  from  serving  in  the 
house  of  commons.* 

It  may  appear  remarkable  that,  as  if  content  with  these 
provisions  the  victorious  country  party  did  not  remonstrate 
against  the  shutting  up  of  the  exchequer,  nor  even  wage  any 
direct  war  against  the  king's  advisers.  They  voted,  on  the 
contrary,  a  large  supply,  which,  as  they  did  not  choose  expli- 
citly to  recognize  the  Dutch  war,  was  expressed  to  be  granted 
for  the  king's  extraordinary  occasions.t  This  moderation, 
which  ought  at  least  to  rescue  them  from  the  charges  of  fac- 
tion and  violence,  has  been  censured  by  some  as  servile  and 
corrupt;  and  would  really  incur  censure,  if  they  had  not 
attained  the  great  object  of  breaking  the  court  measures  by 
other  means.  But  the  test  act,  and  their  steady  Fan  of 
protestation  against  the  suspending  prerogative,  and^1f"oZ 
crushed  the  projects  and  dispersed  the  members  ^***""" 
of  the  cabal.  The  king  had  no  longer  any  minister  on 
whom  he  could  rely,  and,  with  his  indolent  temper,  seems 
from  this  time,  if  not  to  have  abandoned  all  hope  of  declaring 
his  change  of  religion,  yet  to  have  seen  both  that  and  his 
other  favourite  projects  postponed  without  much  reluctance. 
From  a  real  predilection,  from  the  prospect  of  gain,  and 
partly,  no  doubt,  from  some  distant  views  of  arbitrary  power 
and  a  catholic  establishment,  he  persevered  a  long  time 
in  clinging  secretly  to  the  interest  of  France  ;  but  his  active 
co-operation  in  the  schemes  of  1669  was  at  an  end.  In  the 
next  session  of  October,  1673,  the  commons  drove  Buck- 
ingham from  the  king's  councils  ;  they  intimidated  Arlington 
into  a  change  of  policy;  and,  though  they  did  not  succeed 
in  removing  the  duke  of  Lauderdale,  compelled  him  to  confine 
himself  chiefly  to  the  affairs  of  Scotland.! 

Uie  lords*  amendments  had  a  tendency  to  to  the  committee,  on  the  test  act,  that  a 

let  in  popish,  rather  than  to  fiivour  pro-  clause  should  be  introduced,  rendering 

testant;  dissenters.     Parker  says  that  this  non-conformists   incapable  of  sitting  in 

act  of  indulgence  was  defeated  by  his  the  house  of  commons.     This  was  lost 

great   hero,    archbishop    Sheldon,   who  by  163  to  107  ;  but  it  was  resolved  that 

proposed  that  the  non-conformists  should  a  distinct  bill  should  be  brought  in  for 

acknowledge  the  war  against  Charles  I.  that  purpose.     10th  March,  1673. 

to   be   unlawful.      Hist,    sui   temporis,  f  Kennet,  p.  318. 

p.  203.  of  the  translation.  {  Commons*  Journals,  SOth  Jan.  1674. 

*  It  was  proposed,  as  an  instruction  Pari.  Hist.  608.  6S5   649.     Burnet. 
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corrupt —  Cliaracter  of  Lord  Danby —  Connexion  of  the  popular  Party  with 
France  —  //*  Motives  on  both  Sides — Doubt  as  to  their  Acceptance  of  Money 
—  Secret  Treaties  of  the  King  unth  France  —  FaUofDanby  —  Hit  Impeach- 
ment  —  Questions  arising  on  it  —  His  Commitment  to  the  Tower  ^-  Pardon 
pleaded  in  Bar  —  Votes  of  Bishops  —  Abatement  of  Impeachments  by  Dis- 
solution —  Popish  Plot  —  ColematCs  Letters  —  GiMrey^s  Death  —  Injustice 
of  Judges  on  the  TVials  —  Parliament  dissolved  —  Fxclusion  of  Duke  of  York 
proposed  —  Schemes  of  Shaflesbury  and  Monmouth  —  Unsteadiness  of  the 
King  —  Expedients  to  avoid  the  Exclusion  —  Names  of  Whig  and  Tory  — 
New  Council  formed  by  Sir  William  Temple  —  Long  Prorogation  of  ParUa^ 
ment  —  Petitions  and  Addresses  —  Violence  of  the  Commons  —  Oxford  Par- 
liament--^  Impeachment  of  Commoners  fir  Treason  constitutional — FUzharris 
impeached  —  Proceedings  against  Shaftesbury  and  his  Colleagues  —  Triumph 
of  t/ie  Court  —  Forfeiture  of  Charter  of  London  —  And  of  other  Places  — 
Projects  of  Lord  Russell  and  Sidney  —  Their  Trials  —  High  Tory  Principles 
of  the  Clergy  —  Passive  Obedience  —  Some  contend  for  absolute  Power  — 
Filmer  —  Sir  George  Mackenzie  —  Decree  of  University  of  Oxford  —  Con- 
nexion  with  Lords  brokcti  off —  King^s  death. 


The  period  of  lord  Danby's  administration,  from  1673  to 
1678,  was  full  of  chicanery  and  dissimulation  on  the 

£«srl  of  1*9*1/**  *  **  1  t* 

Danby'i  ad.    kin£^  s  siQCy  01  mcreasmg^  suspiciousness  on  that  of 

ministration.      ,*-'  t^  iii*  n  ^^ 

the  commons,  rorced  by  the  voice  oi  parliament, 
and  the  bad  success  of  his  arms,  into  peace  with  Holland, 
Charles  struggled  hard  against  a  co-operation  with  her  in  the 
great  confederacy  of  Spain  and  the  empire  to  resist  the 
encroachments  of  France  on  the  Netherlands.  Such  was  in 
that  age  the  strength  of  the  barrier  fortresses,  and  so  heroic 
the  resistance  of  the  prince  of  Orange,  that,  notwithstanding 
the  extreme  weakness  of  Spain,  there  was  no  moment  in 
that  war,  when  the  sincere  and  strenuous  intervention  of 
England  would  not  have  compelled  Louis  XIV.  to  accept 
the  terms  of  the  treaty  of  Aix  la  Chapelle.  It  was  the 
treacherous  attachment  of  Charles  II.  to  French  interests 
that  brought  the  long  congress  of  Nimeguen  to  an  un- 
fortunate termination  ;  and,  by  surrendering  so  many  towns 
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of  Flanders  as  laid  the  rest  open  to  future  aggression,  gave 
rise  to  the  tedious  struggles  of  two  more  wars.* 

In  the  behaviour  of  the  house  of   commons  during  this 
period,  previously  at  least  to  the  session  of  I678, 
there  seems  nothing  which  can  incur  much  repre-  i/tIS*cim- 
hension  from  those  who  reflect  on  the  king's  cha- 
racter and  intentions  ;  unless  it  be  that  they  granted  supplies 
rather  too  largely,  and  did  not  sufficiently  provide  against  the 
perils  of  the  time.     But  the  house  of  lords  contained  unfor- 
tunately an  invincible  majority  for  the  court,  ready  to  frus- 
trate any  legislative  security  for  public  liberty.     Thus  the 
habeas  corpus  act,  first  sent  up  to  that  house  in  l674i,  was 
lost  there  in  several  successive  sessions.      The   commons 
therefore  testified  their  sense  of  public  grievances,  and  kept 
alive  an  alarm  in  the  nation  by  resolutions  and  addresses, 
which  a  phlegmatic  reader  is  sometimes  too  apt  to  consider 
as  factious  or  unnecessary.  If  they  seem  to  have  dwelt  more, 
in  some  of  these,  on  the  dangers  of  religion,  and  less  on 
those  of  liberty,  than  we  may  now  think  reasonable,  it  is  to 
be  remembered  that  the  fear  of  popery  has  always  been  the 
surest  string  to  touch  for  efiect  on  die  people  ;  and  that  the 
general  clamour  against  that  religion  was  all  covertly  directed 
against  the  duke  of  York,  the  most  dangerous  enemy  of 
every  part  of  our  constitution.     The  real  vice  of 
this  parliament  was  not  intemperance,  but  corruption,  or^^i^riu. 
Clifford,  and  still  more  Danby,  were  masters  in  an 
art  practised  by  ministers  from  the  time  of  James  I.  (and 
which  indeed  can  never  be  unknown  where  there   exists 
a  court  and  a  popular  assembly,)  that  of  turning  to  their  use 
the  weapons  of  mercenary  eloquence  by  office,  or  blunting 
their  edge  by  bribery.t    Some  who  had  been  once  prominent 
in  opposition,  as  sir  Robert  Howard  and  sir  Richard  Temple, 
became  placemen  ;   some,  like  Garraway  and  sir  Thomas 

*  Temple's  Memoira.  their  predecessors.    Those  who  belonged 

f  Burnet  says  that  Danby  bribed  the  to  the  new  parliament  endeavoured  to 

leas  important  members,  instead  of  the  defend  themselves,  and  gave  reasons  for 

leaders;  which  did   not  answer  so  well,  their  pensions ;  but  I  observe  no  one  says 

But  he  seems  to  have  been  liberal  to  all.  he  did  not  always  vote  with  the  court. 

The  parliament  has  gained  the  name  of  Pari.  Hist.  1 1 37.     North   admits   that 

the  pensioned.     In  that  of  1 679,  sir  Ste-  great  clamour  was  excited  by  this  disco- 

phen  Fox  was  called  upon  to  produce  an  very ;  and  well  it  might.     See  also  Dal- 

account  of  the  monies  paid  to  many  of  rymple,  ii.  92. 
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Lee,  while  they  continued  to  lead  the  country  party,  took 
money  from  the  court  for  softening  particular  votes  * ;  many, 
as  seems  to  have  been  the  case  with  Reresby,  were  won  by 
promises,  and  the  pretended  friendship  of  men  in  power.t 
On  two  great  classes  of  questions,  France  and  popery,  the 
commons  broke  away  from  all  management ;  nor  was 
Danby  unwilling  to  let  his  master  see  their  indocility  on 
these  subjects.  But,  in  general,  till  the  year  I678,  by 
dint  of  the  means  before  mentioned,  and  partly  no  doubt 
through  the  honest  conviction  of  many  that  the  king  was 
not  likely  to  employ  any  minister  more  favourable  to  the 
protestant  religion  and  liberties  of  Europe,  he  kept  his 
ground  witKout  any  insuperable  opposition  from  parliament.t 
The  earl  of  Danby  had  virtues  as  an  English  minister, 
which  serve  to  extenuate  some  great  errors  and  an 

Character  of  .  «  I  'U*  J       j.         ^7 

the  earl  of  cutirc  waut  OF  scrupulousncss  m  nis  conduct.  Zea- 
lous against  the  church  of  Roman  and  the  aggran- 
dizement of  France,  he  counteracted,  while  he  seemed  to 
yield  to,  the  prepossessions  of  his  master.  If  the  policy  of 
England  before  the  peace  of  Nimeguen  was  mischievous  and 
disgraceful,  it  would  evidently  have  been  far  more  so,  had 

*  Burnet  charges  these  two  leaders  of  tion ;  that,  to  his  certain  knowledge,  the 

opposition  with  being  bribed  by  t)ie  court  king  meant  no  other  than  to  preserve  the 

to  draw  the  house  into  granting  an  cnor-  religion   and    government  by  law  esta- 

mous  supply,   as    the   consideration   of  blished;  that,  if  the  government  was  in 

passing  the  test  act ;  and  see  Pepys,  Oct.  any  danger,  it  was  from  those  who  pre- 

6.  1 666.     Sir  Robert   Howard  and  sir  tended  such  a  mighty  zeal  for  it.      On 

Richard  Temple  were  said  to  have  gone  finding  him  well  disposed,  Danby  took 

over  to  the  court  in  1670  through  simi-  his  proselyte  to  the  king,  who  assured 

lar  inducements.     Ralph.    Roger  North  him  of  his  regard  for  the  constitution, 

(Examen,  p.  456.)  gives  an  account  of  and  was  right  loyally  believed.      Ucres- 

the  manner  in  which  men  were  brought  by*s  Memoirs,  p.  36. 
off*  from  the  opposition,  though  it  was         ^  "  Tliere  were  two  things,**  says  bi- 

sometimes  advisable  to  let  them  nomi-  shop    Parker,  **  which,  like  Circe*s  cup, 

nally  continue  in  it ;  and  mentions  Lee,  bewitched   men  and  turned  them    into 

Garraway,   and    Meres,  all  very  active  brutes ;  viz.  popery  and  French  interest, 

patriots,  if  we  trust  to  the  parliamentary  If  men  otherwise  sober  heard  them  once, 

debates.     But,  after  all,  neither  Burnet  it  was  sufficient  to  make  them  run  mad. 

nor  Roger  North  are  wholly  to  be  relied  But,  when  those  things  were  luid  aside, 

on  as  to  particular  instances ;  though  the  their  behaviour  to  his  majesty  was  with  a 

general  fact  of  an  extensive  corruption  be  becoming  modesty."  P.  244.    Whenever 

indisputable.  the   court   seemed    to    fall  in  with  the 

f  This  cunning,  self-interested  man,  national  interests  on  the  two  points  of 

who  had  been  introduced  to  the  house  France  and  popery,  many  of  the  country 

by  lord  Russell  and  lord  Cavendish,  and  party  voted  with  them  on  other  questions, 

was  connected  with  the  country  party,  though  more  numerous  than  their  own. 

tells  us  that  Danby  sent  for  him  in  Feb.  Temple,    p.  458.       See,    too,    Reresby, 

1677,  and  assured  him  that  the  jealousies  p.  25.  et  alibi, 
of  that  party  were  wholly  without  founda- 
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the  king  and  duke  of  York  been  abetted  by  this  minister  in 
their  fatal  predilection  for  France.  We  owe  to  Danby's 
influence,  it  must  ever  be  remembered,  the  marriage  of 
princess  Mary  to  the  prince  of  Orange,  the  seed  of  the 
revolution  and  the  act  of  settlement  —  a  courageous  and 
disinterested  counsel,  which  ought  not  to  have  proved  the 
source  of  his  greatest  misfortunes.*  But  we  cannot  pretend 
to  say  that  he  was  altogether  as  sound  a  friend  to  the  con- 
stitution of  his  country,  as  to  her  national  dignity  and 
interests.  I  do  not  mean  that  he  wished  to  render  the  king 
absolute.  But  a  minister,  harassed  and  attacked  in  parlia- 
ment, is  tempted  to  desire  the  means  of  crushing  his  op- 
ponents, or  at  least  of  augmenting  his  own  sway.  The 
mischievous  bill  that  passed  the  house  of  lords  in  l67^> 
imposing  as  a  test  to  be  taken  by  both  houses  of  parliament, 
as  well  as  aU  holding  beneficed  offices,  a  declaration  that 
resistance  to  persons  commissioned  by  the  king  was  in  all 
cases  unlawful,  and  that  they  would  never  attempt  any  alter- 
ation in  the  government  in  church  or  state,  was  promoted  by 
Danby,  though  it  might  possibly  originate  with  others,  t     It 

*  The  king,  according  to  James  him-  meant  against  the  Romish  party,  as  well 

aelf,  readily  consented  to  the  marriage  of  as    more  openly  against  the  dissenters. 

the  princess,  when  it  was  first  suggested  Life  of  James,  p.  499.     Danby  set  him- 

in   1675;  the  difficulty  was   with   her  self  up  as  the  patron  of  the  church  party 

frther.     He  gave  at  last  a  reluctant  con-  and  old  cavaliers  against  the  two  oppos- 

•ent ;  and  the  offer  was  made  by  lords  ing  religions ;    trusting  that  they  were 

Ariington  and  Ossory  to  the  prince  of  stronger  in  the  house  of  commons.     But 

Orange,  who  received  it  coolly.     Life  of  the  times  were  so  changed  that  the  same 

James,  501.    Temple's  Memoirs,  p.  397.  men  had  no  longer  the  same  principles, 

When  he  came  over  to  England  in  Oct.  and  the  house  would  listen  to  no  measures 

1677,  with  the  intention  of  effecting  the  against  non-conformists.  He  propitiated, 

match,  the  king  and  duke  wished  to  de-  however,  the  prelates,  by  renewing  the 

frr  it  till  the  conclusion  of  the  treaty  persecution    under    the    existing  laws, 

then  in  negotiation  at  Nimeguen;  but  which   had   been   relaxed  by  the  cabal 

''the  obstinacy  of  the  prince,  with  the  ministry.  Baxter,  1 56. 1 72.   Kennet,S31. 

assistance  of  the  treasurer,  who  from  that  Keal,  698.     Somers  Tracts,  viL  336. 

time  entered  into  the  measures  and  inte-  Meanwhile,  schemes  of  comprehension 

rests  of  the  prince,  prevailed  upon  the  were  sometimes  on  foot ;  and  the  prelates 

flexibility  of  the  king  to  let  the  marriage  affiMited  to  be  desirous  of  bringing  about 

be  6rst  agreed  and  concluded."    P.  508.  an  union ;  but  Morley  and  Sheldon  frua- 

[If  we  may  trust  Reresby,  which  is  not  trated  them  all.     Baxter,  156.    Kennet* 

perhaps  always  the  case,  the  duke  of  326.     Parker,  25.     The  bishops,  how- 

York  had  hopes  of  marrying  the  princess  ever,  were    not    uniformly  intolerant : 

Mary  to  the   Dauphin ;  thus  rendering  Croft,   bishop   of  Hereford,  published, 

England  a  province  of  France.     Reres-  about  1675,  a  tract  that  made  some  noise, 

by*s  Memoirs,  p.  109. — 1845.]  entitled  the  Naked  Truth,  fur  the  pur- 

f  Kennety  p.  332.     North's  Examen,  pose  of  moderating  diff*erence8.    It  is  not 

p.  61.     Burnet.     This  test  was  covertly  written  with  extraordinary  ability ;  but 

VOL.  II.  H 
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was  apparently  meant  as  a  bone  of  contention  among  the 
country  party,  in  which  presbyterians  and  old  parliamen- 
tarians were  associated  with  discontented  cavaliers.  Besides 
the  mischief  of  weakening  this  party,  which  indeed  the 
minister  could  not  fairly  be  expected  to  feel,  nothing  could 
have  been  devised  more  unconstitutional,  or  more  advantage- 
ous to  the  court's  projects  of  arbitrary  power. 

It  is  certainly  possible  that  a  minister  who,  aware  of  the 
dangerous  intentions  of  his  sovereign  or  his  colleagues, 
remains  in  the  cabinet  to  thwart  and  countermine  them,  may 
serve  the  public  more  effectually  than  by  retiring  from  office ; 
but  he  will  scarcely  succeed  in  avoiding  some  material 
sacrifices  of  integrity,  and  still  less  of  reputation.  Danby, 
the  ostensible  adviser  of  Charles  IL,  took  on  himself  the 
just  odium  of  that  hollow  and  suspicious  policy  which  ap- 
peared to  the  world.  We  know  indeed  diat  he  was  con- 
cerned, against  his  own  judgment,  in  the  king^s  secret 
receipt  of  money  from  France,  the  price  of  neutrality,  both  in 
1670  and  in  I078,  the  latter  to  his  own  ruin.*  Could  the 
opposition,  though  not  so  well  apprized  of  these  transactions 
as  we  are,  be  censured  for  giving  little  credit  to  his  as- 
surances of  zeal  against  that  power ;  which,  though  sincere 
in  him,  were  so  little  in  unison  with  the  disposition  of  the 
court  ?  Had  they  no  cause  to  dread  that  the  great  army 
suddenly  raised  in  l677>  on  pretence  of  being  employed 
against  France,  might  be  turned  to  some  worse  purposes 
more  congenial  to  the  king^s  temper.t 

is  very  candid  and  well  designed,  though  Coventry  or  Williamson,  were  privy,)  not 
conceding  so  much  as  to  scandalize  his  to  enter  on  any  treaties  but  by  mutual 
brethren.  Somers Tracts, vii.  268.  Biogr.  consent;  and  Charles  promised,  in  con- 
Brit,  art  Croft ;  where  the  book  is  ex*  sideration  of  a  pension,  to  prorogue  or 
travagantly  over  praised.  Croft  was  one  dissolve  parliament,  if  they  should  at- 
of  the  few  bishops  who,  being  then  very  tempt  to  force  such  treaties  upon  him. 
old,  advised  his  clergy  to  read  James  Dalrymple,  p.  99.  Danby  tried  to  break 
ll.*s  declaration  in  1687  ;  thinking,  I  this  off,  but  did  not  hesitate  to  press  the 
suppose,  though  in  those  circumstances  French  cabinet  for  the  money ;  and 
erroneously,  that  toleration  was  so  good  200,000/1  was  paid.  The  prince  of  Orange 
a  thing,  it  was  better  to  have  it  irregu-  came  afterwards  through  Rouvigny  to  a 
larly  than  not  at  all.  knowledge  of  this  secret  treaty.  P.  117. 
*  Charles  received  500,000  crowns  for  f  This  army  consisted  of  between 
the  long  prorogation  of  parliament,  from  twenty  and  thirty  thousand  men,  as  fine 
Kov.  1675  to  Feb.  1677.  In  the  be-  troops  as  could  be  seen  (Life  of  James, 
ginning  of  the  year  1676,  the  two  kings  p.  512.)  :  an  alarming  sight  to  tboae  who 
bound  themselves  by  a  formal  treaty  (to  denied  the  lawfulness  of  any  standing 
which  Danby  and  Lauderdale,  but  not  army.     It  is  impossible  to  doubt,  from 
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This  invincible  distrust  of  the  court  is  the  best  apology  for 
that  which  has  given  rise  to  so  much  censure,  the  connexion  or 
secret  connexions  formed  by  the  leaders  of  opposition  ^^"iS'' 
with  Louis  XIV.,  through  his  ambassadors  Barillon  ^^  Ji* 
and  Rouvigny,  about  the  spring  of  1678.*     They  ***^  •"**"■ 
well  knew  that  the  king^s  designs  against  their  liberties  had 
been  planned  in  concert  with  France,  and  could  hardly  be 
rendered  effectual  without  her  aid  in  money,  if  not  in  arms.t 
If  they  could  draw  over  this  dangerous  ally  from  his  side, 
and  convince  the  king  of  France  that  it  was  not  his  interest 
to  crush  their  power,  they  would  at  least  frustrate  the  sus- 
pected conspiracy,  and  secure  the  disbanding  of  the  army ; 

BariI1cMi*s  correspondenoe  in  Dalrymple,  lome  of  the  opposition  had  been  making 

that  the  king  and  duke  looked  to  this  advances  to  Barillon  in  the  preceding 

force  as  the  means  of  consolidating  the  November,  pp.  1S9. 131.  See  also*' Copies 

royal  authority.     This  was  suspected  at  and'  Extracts  of  some  Letters  written  to 

bcNne,  and  very  justly :    **  Many  well-  him  from  the  Earl  of  Danby/'  published 

meaning  men,**  says  Reresby,  **  began  to  in  1716;  whence  it  appears  that  Mon- 

fiesur  the  army  now  raised  was  rather  in-  tagu  suspected  the  intrigues  of  Barillon, 

tended  to  awe  our  own  kingdom  than  to  and  the  mission  of  Rouvigny,  lady  Rus- 

war  against  France,  as  had  at  first  been  sell's  first  cousin,  for  the  same  purpose,  as 

aoggnted.**     P.  62.     And  in  a  former  early  as  Jan.  1678;  and  informed  Danby 

passage,  p.  57.,  he  positively  attributes  of  it,  pp.  50. 53.  59. 

the  opposition  to  the  French  war  in  1678,  f  Courtin,  the  French  ambassador  who 

to  *  a  jealousy  that  the  king  indeed  iur-  preceded    Barillon,   had  been  engaged 

tended  to  nuse  an  army,  but  never  de-  through  great  part  of  the  year  1677  in  a 

signed  to  go  on  with  the  war ;  and  to  say  treaty  with  Charles  for  the  prorogation 

the  truth,  some  of  the  king*s  own  party  or  dissolution  of  parliament.     After  a 

were  not  very  sure  of  the  contrary.**  long  chaffering,   the  sum  was  fixed  at 

*  I>alryinple^  p.  1S9.    The  immediate  2,000,000    livres ;    in   consideration   of 

eauae  of  those  intrigues  was  the  indigna-  which    the   King   of  England  pledged 

tioa   of  Louis   at   the  princess  Mary's  himself  to  prorogue   parliament   from 

marriage^  That  event  which,  as  we  know  December  to  April,  1678.     It  was  in 

from  James  himaelC  was  very  suddenly  consequence  of  the  subsidy  being  stopped 

broo^t  about,  took  the  king  of  France  by  Louis,  in  resentment  of  the  princess 

by  surprise^     Charles  apologised  for  it  to  Mary*s  marriage,  that  parliament,  which 

BariUon,  by  saying,  **  I  am  the  only  one  had  been  already  prorogued  till  April, 

of  my  party,  except  my  brother.**  (P.  125.)  was  suddenly  assembled  in    February. 

This,  in  fiict,  was  the  secret  of  his  ap-  Dalrymple,    p.  111.      It  appears  that 

paarcnt  relinquishment  of  French  interests  Courtin  had  employed  French  money  to 

at  difierent  times  in  the  latter  years  of  bribe  members  of  the  commons  in  1677 

his  fcign ;  he  fovnd  it  hard  to  kick  con-  with  the  knowledge  of  Charles;  assigning 

alantly  against  the  pricks,  and  could  em*  as  a  reason,  that  Spain  and  the  emperor 

ploy  no  minister  who  went   cordially  were  distributing  money  on   the  other 

along  with  his  predilections.     He  seems  side.     In  the  course  of  this  negotiation, 

too  at  times,  as  well  as  the  duke  of  York,  he  assured   Charles   that  the  king    of 

to  have  been  seriously  provoked  at  the  Flrance  was  always  ready  to  employ  all 

unceasing   encroachments     of    France,  his  forces  for  the  confirmation  and  aug- 

which  exposed  him  to  so  much  vexation  mentation  of  the  royal  authority  in  Eng- 

at  Rome.  land*  so  that  he  should  always  be  master 

The  connexion  with  lords  Russell  and  of  his  subjects,   and  not  depend  upon 

HoUis  began  in  March,  1678,  though  them. 

H   2 
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though  at  a  great  sacrifice  of  the  continental  policy  which 
they  had  long  maintained,  and  which  was  truly  important  to 
our  honour  and  safety.  Yet  there  must  be  degrees  in  the 
scale  of  public  utility;  and,  if  the  liberties  of  the  people  were 
really  endangered  by  domestic  treachery,  it  was  ridiculous  to 
think  of  saving  Toumay  and  Valenciennes  at  the  expense  of 
all  that  was  dearest  at  home.  This  is  plainly  the  secret  of 
that  unaccountable,  as  it  then  seemed,  and  factious  opposition, 
in  the  year  I678;  which  cannot  be  denied  to  have  served  the 
ends  of  France,  and  thwarted  the  endeavours  of  lord  Danby 
and  sir  William  Temple  to  urge  on  the  uncertain  and  half- 
reluctant  temper  of  the  king  into  a  decided  course  of  policy.* 
Louis,  in  fact,  had  no  desire  to  see  the  king  of  England 
absolute  over  his  people,  unless  it  could  be  done  so  much  by 
his  own  help  as  to  render  himself  the  real  master  of  both.  In 
the  estimate  of  kings,  or  of  such  kings  as  Louis  XIV.  all 
limitations  of  sovereignty,  all  co-ordinate  authority  of  estates 
and  parliaments,  are  not  only  derogatory  to  the  royal  dignity, 
but  injurious  to  the  state  itself,  of  which  they  distract  the 
councils  and  enervate  the  force.  Great  armies,  prompt  obe- 
dience, unlimited  power  over  the  national  resources,  secrecy 
in  council,  rapidity  in  execution,  belong  to  an  energetic  and 
enlightened  despotism  :  we  should  greatly  err  in  supposing 


*  See    what    Temple    says    of  this,  jealous  of  the  king*s  power  than  of  the 

p.  460. ;  the  king  raised  20,000  men  in  power  of  France ;  for,  notwithstanding 

the  spring  of  1678,  and  seemed  ready  to  all  their  former  warm  addresses  for  hin- 

go  into  the  war ;  but  all  was  spoiled  by  dering  the  growth  of  the  power  of  France, 

a  vote,  on  Clarges's  motion,  that  no  money  when  the  king  had  no  army,  now  thmt  he 

should  be  granted  till  satisfaction  should  had  one,  they  passed  a  vote  to  have  it 

be  made  as  to  religion.     This  irritated  immediately  disbanded ;  and  the  factions 

the  king  so  much  that  he  determined  to  party,  which  was  then  prevalent  among 

take  the  money  which   France  offered  them,  made  it  their  only  business  to  be 

him ;  and  he  aflerwards  almost  compelled  rid    of  the    duke,  to    pull    down   the 

the  Dutch  to  sign  the  treaty ;  so  much  ministers,   and  to  weaken  the  crown.** 

against  the  prince  of  Orange's  inclina-  P.  513. 

tlons,  that  he  has  often  been  charged.  In  defence  of  the  commons  it  is  to  be 

though  imjustly,  with  having  fought  the  urged  that,  if  they  had  any  strong  suspi- 

battle  of  St.  Denis  afler  he  knew  that  cion  of  the  king*s  private  intrigues  with 

the  peace  was  concluded.     Danby  also,  France  for  some  years  past,  as  in   all 

in  his  vindication  (published  in   1679,  likelihood  they  had,  common  prudence 

and  again  in  1710:  see  State  Trials,  ii.  would  teach  them  to  distrust  his  pr»- 

634. ),  lays  the  blame  of  discouraging  the  tended  desire  for  war  with  her ;   and  it 

king  from  embarking  in  the  war  on  this  is,  in  fact,  most  probable,  that  his  real 

vote  of  the  commons.     And  the  author  object  was  to  be  master  of  a  considerable 

of  the  Life  of  James  II.  says  very  truly,  army, 
that  the  commons  **  were  in  reality  more 
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that  Louis  XIV.  was  led  to  concur  in  projects  of  subverting 
our  constitution  from  any  jealousy  of  its  contributing  to  our 
prosperity.  He  saw,  on  the  contrary,  in  the  perpetual 
jarring  of  the  kings  and  parliaments,  a  source  of  feebleness 
and  vacillation  in  foreign  affairs,  and  a  field  for  intrigue  and 
corruption.  It  was  certainly  far  from  his  design  to  see  a 
republic,  either  in  name  or  effect,  established  in  England ; 
but  an  unanimous  loyalty,  a  spontaneous  submission  to  the 
court,  was  as  little  consonant  to  his  interests ;  and,  especially 
if  accompanied  with  a  willing  return  of  the  majority  to  the 
catholic  religion,  would  have  put  an  end  to  his  influence  over 
the  king,  and  still  more  certainly  over  the  duke  of  York.* 
He  had  long  been  sensible  of  the  advantage  to  be  reaped 
from  a  malecontent  party  in  England.  In  the  first  years 
after  the  restoration,  he  kept  up  a  connexion  with  the  disap- 
pointed conmionwealth's  men,  while  their  courage  was  yet 
fresh  and  unsubdued ;  and  in  the  war  of  1665  was  very 
nearly  exciting  insurrections  both  in  England  and  Ireland,  t 
These  schemes  of  course  were  suspended,  as  he  grew  into 
closer  friendship  with  Charles,  and  saw  a  surer  method  of 
preserving  an  ascendancy  over  the  kingdom.  But,  as  soon 
as  the  princess  Mary's  marriage,  contrary  to  the  king  of 
England's  promise,  and  to  the  plain  intent  of  all  their 
clandestine  negotiations,  displayed  his  faithless  and  uncertain 
character  to  the  French  csJbinet,  they  determined  to  make 
the  patriotism,  the  passion,  and  the  corruption  of  the  house 
of  conunons,  minister  to  their  resentment  and  ambition. 

The  views  of  lord  Hollis  and  lord  Russell  in  this  clan- 
destine intercourse  with  the  French  ambassador  were  sincerely 
patriotic  and  honourable  :  to  detach  France  from  the  king;  to 
crush  the  duke  of  York  and  popish  faction ;  to  procure  the 
disbanding  of  the  army,  the  dissolution  of  a  corrupted  parlia- 

*  The  memorud  of  Blanehard  to  the  f  Ralph,  p.  116.     (EuTres  de  Louis 

prinoe  of  Orange,  quoted  by  Dalrymple,  XIV.  ii.  204.  and  ▼.  67.,  where  we  have 

pw  901.,  contains  these  words :  *<  Le  roi  a  curious  and  characteristic  letter  of  the 

atiroit  M  bien  ftich^  qu*il  eut  ^t6  absolu  king  to  d'Estrades  in  Jan.  1662,  when  he 

dans  aes  ^tats ;  Tun  de  ses  plus  constants  had  been  provoked  by  some  high  Ian- 

maxinies  depuis  son  r6tablissenient  ayant  guage    Clarendon    had  held  about  the 

Hit  de  le  diviser  d*avec  son  parlement,  right  of  the  flag. 
ct  de  se  servir  tant6t  de  Vvm,  tant&t  de 
Tatttre,  toujours  par  argent  pour  parvenir 
k  sea  fins." 
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ment,  the  dismissal  of  a  bad  minister.*  They  would  indeed 
have  displayed  more  prudence  in  leaving  these  dark  and 
dangerous  paths  of  intrigue  to  the  court  which  was  practised 
in  them.  They  were  concerting  measures  with  the  natural 
enemy  of  their  country,  religion,  honour,  and  liberty ;  whose 
obvious  policy  was  to  keep  the  kingdom  disunited  that  it 
might  be  powerless ;  who  had  been  long  abetting  the  worst 
designs  of  our  own  court,  and  who  could  never  be  expected 
to  act  against  popery  and  despotism,  but  for  the  temporary 
ends  of  his  ambition.  Yet,  in  the  very  critical  circumstances 
of  that  period,  it  was  impossible  to  pursue  any  course  with 
security;  and  the  dangers  of  excessive  circumspection  and 
adherence  to  general  rules  may  often  be  as  formidable  as 
those  of  temerity.  The  connexion  of  the  popular  party  with 
France  may  very  probably  have  frustrated  the  sinister  inten- 
tions of  the  king  and  duke,  by  compelling  the  reduction  of 
the  army,  though  at  the  price  of  a  great  sacrifice  of  Euro- 
pean policy.t  Such  may  be,  with  unprejudiced  men,  a 
sufficient  apology  for  the  conduct  of  lord  Russell  and  lord 
HoUis,  the  most  public^spirited  and  high-minded  characters 
of  their  age,  in  this  extraordinary  and  unnatural  alliance.  It 
would  have  been  unworthy  of  their  virtue  to  have  gone  into 
so  desperate  an  intrigue  with  no  better  aim  than  that  of 
ruining  lord  Danby ;  and  of  this  I  think  we  may  fully  acquit 
them.    The  nobleness  of  Russell's  disposition  beams  forth  in 


*  The  letters  of  Barillon  in  Dalrymple,  due  et  le  tri^sorier  connoissent  bien  k  qui 

pp.  1S4. 136. 140.,  are  sufficient  proofs  of  iU  oot  affaire,  et  eraignent  d'^tr«  al>aD- 

this.    He  imputes  to  Danby  in  one  place,  donn^  par  le  roi  d*Angleterre  aux  pre- 

p.  142.,  the  design  of  making  the  king  miersobstaclesconsid^rablesqullstrouTe- 

absolute,  and  says :  <<  M.  le  due  d'York  ront  au  dessein  de  relever  Tautorit^  royalc 

se  croit  perdu  pour  sa  religion,  si  I'occa-  en  Angleterre.**     On  this  passage  it  may 

sion   pr^nte   ne   lui  sert  k  soumettre  be  observed,  that  there  is  reason  to  belieye 

r  Angleterre ;    c*est   une  entreprise  fort  there  was  no  co-operation,  but  rather  a 

hardie,et  dont  le  suocds  est  fort  douteuz.*'  great  distrust,  at  this  time,  betireen  the 

Of  Charles  himself  he  says :    **  Le  roi  duke  of  York  and  lord  Danby.     But 

d*  Angleterre  balance  encore  i  se  porter  4  Barillon  had  no  doubt  taken  care  to  infuse 

Textrimit^ ;  son  humeur  r^pugne  fort  au  into  the  minds  of  the  opposition  those 

dessein  de  changer  le  gouvernement     II  suspicions  of  that  minister's  designs, 
est  n^nmoins  entrain^  par  M.  le  due        f  Barillon  appears  to  have  finvoured 

d'York  et  par  le  grand  tr^rier ;  mais  the  opposition  rather  than  the  duke  ol 

dansle  fond  il  aimeroit  mieux  que  la  paix  York,  who  urged  the  keeping  up  of  the 

le  mit  en  £tat  de  demeurer  en  repos,  et  army.     This  was  also  the  great  object  of 

r^tablir  ses  affaires,  c*e8t-4-dire,  un  bon  the  king,  who  very  reluctantly  disbanded 

revenu ;  et  je  crois  qu*il  ne  se  soucie  pas  it  in  Jan.  1679.     Dalrymple,  207,  &c. 
beaocoup  d'etre  plus  absolu  qull  est  Le 
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all  that  Barillon  Jias  written  of  their  conferences.  Yet,  not- 
withstanding the  plausible  grounds  of  his  conduct,  we  can 
hardly  avoid  wishing  that  he  had  abstained  from  so  dan- 
gerous an  intercourse,  which  led  him  to  impair,  in  the  eyes  of 
posterity,  by  something  more  like  faction  than  can  be  ascribed 
to  any  other  part  of  his  parliamentary  life,  the  consistency 
and  ingenuousness  of  his  character.* 

I  have  purposely  mentioned  lord  Russell  and  lord  Hollis 
apart  from  odiers  who  were  mingled  in  the  same  noubtuto 
intrigues  of  the  French  ambassador,  both  because  LnV^^' 
they  were  among  the  first  with  whom  he  tampered,  the^^ular 
and  because  they  are  honourably  distinguished  by  ^^' 
their   abstinence   from   all   pecuniary   remuneration,  which 
Hollis  refused,  and  which  Barillon  did  not  presume  to  offer 
to  Russell.     It  appears  however  from  this  minister's  ac- 
counts of  the  money  he  had  expended  in  this  secret  service 
of  the  French  crown,  that,  at  a  later  time,  namely  about  the 
end  of  1680,  many  of  the  leading  members  of  opposition, 
sir  Thomas  Littleton,   Mr.  Garraway,  Mr.  Hampden,  Mr. 
Powle,  Mr.  Sacheverell,  Mr.  Foley,  received  sums  of  500  or 
dOO  guineas,  as  testimonies  of  the  king  of  France's  munifi- 
cence and  favour.     Among  others,  Algernon  Sidney,  who, 
though  not  in  parliament,  was  very  active  out  of  it,  is  more 
than  once  mentioned.    Chiefly  because  the  name  of  Algernon 
Sidney  had  been  associated  with  the  most  stern  and  elevated 
virtue,  this  statement  was  received  with  great  reluctance  ; 
and  many  have  ventured  to  call  the  truth  of  these  pecuniary 
gratifications  in  question.     This  is  certainly  a  bold  surmise  ; 
though  Barillon  is  known  to  have  been  a  man  of  luxurious 
and  expensive  habits,  and  his  demands  for  more  money  on 
account  of  the  English  court,  which  continually  occur  in  his 
correspondence  with  Louis,  may  lead  to  a  suspicion  that  he 
would  be  in  some  measure  a  gainer  by  it.     This  however 
might  possibly  be  the  case  without  actual  peculation.     But 
it  must  be  observed  that  there  are  two  classes  of  those  who 
are  alleged  to  have  received  presents  through  his  hands ; 
one,  of  such  as  were  in  actual  communication  with  himself ; 


*  This  delicate  subject  is  treated  with    John   Russell,  in  his  Life  of  William 
great  candour  as  well  as  judgment  by  lord    Lord  Russell. 
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another^  of  such  as  sir  John  Baber,  a  secret  ag^ent,  had 
prevailed  upon  to  accept  it.  Sidney  was  in  the  first  class  ; 
but,  as  to  the  second,  comprehending  Littleton,  Hampden, 
Sacheverell,  in  whom  it  is,  for  different  reasons,  as  difficult  to 
suspect  pecuniary  corruption  as  in  him,  the  proof  is  ma- 
nifestly weaker,  depending  only  on  the  assertion  of  an 
intriguer  that  he  had  paid  diem  the  money.  The  falsehood 
either  of  Baber  or  Barillon  would  acquit  these  considerable 
men.  Nor  is  it  to  be  reckoned  improbable  that  persons  em- 
ployed in  this  clandestine  service  should  be  guilty  of  a  fraud, 
for  which  they  could  evidently  never  be  made  responsible. 
We  have  indeed  a  remarkable  confession  of  Coleman,  the 
famous  intriguer  executed  for  the  popish  plot,  to  this  effect. 
He  deposed  in  his  examination  before  the  house  of  commons, 
in  November,  I678,  that  he  had  received  last  session  of 
Barillon  25001.  to  be  distributed  among  members  of  parlia- 
ment, which  he  had  converted  to  his  own  use.*  It  is  doubt- 
less possible  that  Coleman,  having  actually  expended  this 
money  in  the  manner  intended,  bespoke  the  favour  of  those 
whose  secret  he  kept  by  taking  the  discredit  of  such  a  fraud 
on  himself.  But  it  is  also  possible  that  he  spoke  the  truth. 
A  similar  uncertainty  hangs  over  the  transactions  of  sir  John 
Baber.  Nothing  in  the  parliamentary  conduct  of  the  above- 
mentioned  gentlemen  in  I68O  corroborates  the  suspicion  of 
an  intrigue  with  France,  whatever  may  have  been  the  case 
in  1678. 

I  must  fairly  confess,  however,  that  the  decided  bias  of 
my  own  mind  is  on  the  affirmative  side  of  this  question ;  and 
that  principally  because  I  am  not  so  much  struck,  as  some 
have  been,  by  any  violent  improbability  in  what  Barillon 
wrote  to  his  court  on  the  subject.  If  indeed  we  were  to 
read  that  Algernon  Sidney  had  been  bought  over  by  Louis 
XIV.  or  Charles  II.  to  assist  in  setting  up  absolute  monarchy 
in  England,  we  might  fairly  oppose  our  knowledge  of  his 
inflexible  and  haughty  character,  of  his  zeal,  in  life  and 
death,  for  republican  liberty.  But  there  is,  I  presume,  some 
moral  distinction  between  the  acceptance  of  a  bribe  to  desert 
or  betray  our  principles  and  that  of  a  trifling  present  for 

•  Pari  Hist.  1035. ;  Dalrymple,  200. 
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acting  in  conformity  to  them.  The  one  is,  of  course,  to  be 
styled  corruption  ;  the  other  is  repugnant  to  a  generous  and 
delicate  mind,  but  too  much  sanctioned  by  the  practice  of  an 
age  far  less  scrupulous  than  our  own,  to  have  carried  with 
it  any  great  self-reproach  or  sense  of  degradation.  It  is 
truly  inconceivable  that  men  of  such  property  as  sir  Thomas 
Utdeton  or  Mr.  Foley  should  have  accepted  300  or  500 
guineas,  the  sums  mentioned  by  Barillon,  as  the  price  of 
iq)ostasy  from  those  political  principles  to  which  they  owed 
the  esteem  of  their  country,  or  of  an  implicit  compliance  with 
the  dictates  of  France.  It  is  sufficiently  discreditable  to  the 
times  in  which  they  lived,  that  they  should  have  accepted  so 
pitiful  a  gratuity;  unless  indeed  we  should  in  candour  resort 
to  an  hypothesis  which  seems  not  absurd,  that  they  agreed 
among  themselves  not  to  o£fend  Louis,  or  excite  his  distrust, 
by  a  refusal  of  this  money.  Sidney  indeed  was,  as  there  is 
reason  to  think,  a  distressed  man ;  he  had  formerly  been  in 
connexion  with  the  court  of  France*,  and  had  persuaded 
himself  that  the  countenance  of  that  power  might  one  day 
or  other  be  afforded  to  his  darling  scheme  of  a  common- 
wealth; he  had  contracted  a  dislike  to  the  prince  of  Orange, 
and  consequently  to  the  Dutch  alliance,  from  the  same  go- 
verning motive :  is  it  strange  that  one  so  circumstanced 
should  have  accepted  a  small  gratification  from  the  king  of 
France  which  implied  no  dereliction  of  his  duty  as  an  En- 
glishman, or  any  sacrifice  of  political  integrity?  And  I 
should  be  glad  to  be  informed  by  the  idolaters  of  Algernon 
Sidney's  name,  what  we  know  of  him  from  authentic  and 
contemporary  sources  which  renders  this  incredible. 


*  Louis  XIV.   tells  us,  that  Sidney  with  his  having  possessed  either  practical 

had  made  proposals  to  France  in  1666  good  sense,  or  a  just  appreciation  of  the 

for  an  insurrection,  and  asked  100,000  public  interests ;  and  his  influence  over 

crowns  to  effect  it ;  which  was  thought  the  whig  party   appears  to    have  been 

too  macb  for  an  experiment.     He  tried  entirely  mischievous,  though  he  was  not 

to  persuade  the  minnters,  that  it  was  only  a  much  better  man  than   ShafUs- 

agunst    the    interest    of    France    that  bury,  which  is  no  high  praise,  but  than 

Enghuid  should  continue  a  monarchy,  the  greater  number  of  that  Action,  as 

CEuvrca  de  Louis  XIV.  ii.  S04.     [Sid-  thev   must    be  called,  notwithstanding 

ney's  partiality  to  France  displays  itself  their  services  to  liberty.     A  Tract  ou 

in  his  Letters  to  Saville,  in   1679,  pub-  Love,  by  Algernon  Sidney,  in  Somers 

lisbcd  by  HolHa.     They  evince  also  a  Tracts,  viii.  612.,    displays    an  almost 

blind  credulity  in  the  popish  plot.     The  Platonic  elegance  and  delicacy  of  mind  . 

whole  of  Sidney's  conduct  is  inconsistent  — 1845.] 
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France,  in  the  whole  course  of  these  intrigues,  held  the 
Secret  tnm.  g&nie  in  her  hands.  Mistress  of  both  parties,  she 
ki?g*1v[uf  might  eidier  embarrass  the  king  through  parlia^ 
^^^"^^  ment,  if  he  pretended  to  an  independent  course  of 
policy,  or  cast  away  the  latter,  when  he  should  return  to  his 
former  engagements.  Hence,  as  early  as  May,  I678,  a  pri- 
vate treaty  was  set  on  foot  between  Charles  and  Louis,  by 
which  the  former  obliged  himself  to  a  keep  a  neutrality,  if 
the  allies  should  not  accept  the  terms  offered  by  France,  to 
recall  all  his  troops  from  Flanders  within  two  months,  to 
disband  most  of  his  army  and  not  to  assemble  his  parliament 
for  six  months  ;  in  return  he  was  to  receive  0,000,000 
livres.  This  was  signed  by  the  king  himself  on  May  27- ; 
none  of  his  ministers  venturing  to  affix  their  names.*  Yet 
at  this  time  he  was  making  outward  professions  of  an 
intention  to  carry  on  the  war.  Even  in  tms  secret  treaty,  so 
thorough  was  his  insincerity,  he  meant  to  evade  one  of  its 
articles,  that  of  disbanding  his  troops.  In  this  alone  he  was 
really  opposed  to  the  wishes  of  France ;  and  her  pertinacity 
in  disarming  him  seems  to  have  been  the  chief  source  of 
those  capricious  changes  of  his  disposition,  which  we  find  for 
three  or  four  years  at  this  period.t  Louis  again  appears  not 
only  to  have  mistrusted  the  king's  own  inclinations  af!ter  the 
prince  of  Orange's  marriage,  and  his  ability  to  withstand  the 
eagerness  of  the  nation  for  war,  but  to  have  apprehended 
that  he  might  become  absolute  by  means  of  his  army,  with- 
out standing  indebted  for  it  to  his  ancient  ally.  In  this  point 
therefore  he  faithfully  served  the  popular  party.  Charles 
used  every  endeavour  to  evade  this  condition  ;  whether  it 
were  that  he  still  entertained  hopes  of  attaining  arbitrary 
power  through  intimidation,  or  that,  dreading  the  violence  of 
the  house  of  commons,  and  ascribing  it  rather  to  a  republican 
conspiracy  than  to  his  own  misconduct,  he  looked  to  a 
military  force  as  his  security.     From  this  motive  we  may 


*  Dalrymple,  162.  or  does  he  think  that  a  matter  to  be  done 

f  His  exclamation  at  Barillon*8  press-  with  8000  men  I  **     Temple  says,  <*  He 

ing  the  reduction  of  the  army  to  8000  seemed  at  this  time  (May,  1678,)  more 

men  is  well  known :  **  God*s  fish  1  are  all  resolved  to  enter  into  the  war  than  I  bad 

the  king  of  France*s  promises  to  make  ever  before  seen  or  thought  him." 
me  master  of  my  subjects  come  to  this  1 
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account  for  his  strange  proposal  to  the  French  king  of  a 
league  in  support  of  Sweden,  by  which  he  was  to  furnish 
fifteen  ships  and  1 0,000  men,  at  the  expense  of  France, 
during  three  years,  receiving  six  millions  for  the  first  year, 
and  four  for  each  of  the  two  next.  Louis,  as  is  highly  prolmble, 
betrayed  this  project  to  the  Dutch  government,  and  thus 
frightened  them  into  that  hasty  signature  of  the  treaty  of 
Nimeguen,  which  broke  up  the  confederacy,  and  accom- 
plished the  immediate  objects  of  his  ambition.  No  longer 
in  need  of  the  court  of  England,  he  determined  to  punish  it 
for  that  duplicity,  which  none  resent  more  in  others  than 
those  who  are  accustomed  to  practise  it.  He  refused  Charles 
the  pension  stipulated  by  the  private  treaty,  alleging  that  its 
conditions  had  not  been  performed ;  and  urged  on  Montagu, 
with  promises  of  indemnification,  to  betray  as  much  as  he 
knew  of  that  secret,  in  order  to  ruin  lord  Danby.* 

The  ultimate  cause  of  this  minister's  fall  may  thus  be  de- 
duced from  the  best  action  of  his  Hfe ;  though  it  y^  or 
ensued  immediately  from  his  very  culpable  weakness  HfaTiml 
in  aiding  the  king's  inclinations   towards   a  sor-  p®'"**"®"** 
did  bargaining  with  France.     It  is  well  known  that  the 
famous  letter  to  Montagu,  empowering  him  to  make  an  ofiier 
of  neutrality  for  the  price  of  0,000,000  livres,  was  not  only 
written  by  ihe  king's  express  order,  but  that  Charles  attested 
this  with  his  own  signature  in  a  postscript. 

This  bears  date  five  days  after  an  act  had  absolutely  passed 
to  raise  money  for  carrying  on  the  war;  a  circumstance 
worthy  of  particular  attention,  as  it  both  puts  an  end  to  every 
pretext  or  apology  which  the  least  scrupulous  could  venture 
to  urge  in  behalf  of  this  negotiation,  and  justifies  the  whig 
party  of  England  in  an  invincible  distrust,  an  inexpiable 
hatred,  of  so  perfidious  a  cozener  as  fiUed  the  throne.  But, 
as  he  was  beyond  their  reach,  they  exercised  a  constitutional 
right  in  the  impeachment  of  his  responsible  minister.  For 
responsible  he  surely  was  ;  though,  strangely  mistaking  the 
obligations  of  an  English  statesman,  Danby  seems  to  fancy 
in  his  printed  defence  that  the  king's  order  would  be  suffi- 
cient warrant  to  justify  obedience  in  any  case  not  literally 

*  Dalrynple,  178.  et  pott. 
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unlawful.  "  I  believe/'  he  says,  *4here  are  very  few  subjects 
but  what  would  take  it  ill  not  to  be  obeyed  by  their  servants; 
and  their  servants  might  as  justly  expect  their  master's  pro- 
tection for  their  obedience/'     Tlie  letter  to  Montagu^  he 
asserts,    ^^was  written  by  the  king's  command,   upon  the 
subject  of  peace  and  war,  wherein  his  majesty  alone  is  at  all 
times  sole  judge,  and  ought  to  be  obeyed  not  only  by  any 
of  his  ministers  of  state,  but  by  all  his  subjects."  *     Such 
were,  in  that  age,  the  monarchical  or  tory  maxims  of  go- 
vernment, which  the  impeachment   of  this  minister   con* 
tributed   in   some   measure  to  overthrow.     As  the  king's 
authority  for  the  letter  to  Montagu  was  an  undeniable  fact, 
evidenced  by  his  own  hand-writing,  the  commons  in  im- 
peaching lord  Danby  went  a  great  way  towards  establishing 
the  principle  that  no  minister  can  shelter  himself  behind  the 
throne  by  pleading  obedience  to  the  orders  of  his  sovereign. 
He  is  considered,  in  the  modem  theory  of  the  constitution, 
answerable  for  the  justice,  the  honesty,   the  utility  of  all 
measures  emanating  from  the  crown,   as  well  as  for  their 
legality ;  and  thus  the  executive  administration  is  rendered 
subordinate,  in  all  great  matters  of  policy,  to  the  super* 
intendence  and  virtual  control  of  the  two  houses  of  parlia- 
ment.    It  must  at  the  same  time  be  admitted  that,  through 
the  heat  of  honest  indignation  and  some  less  worthy  passions 
on  the  one  hand,  through  uncertain  and  crude  principles  of 
constitutional  law  on  the  other,  this  just  and  necessary  mi- 
peachment  of  the  earl  of  Danby  was  not  so  conducted  as  to 
be  exempt  from  all  reproach.     The  charge  of  high  treason 
for  an  offence  manifestly  amounting  only  to  misdemeanour, 
with  the  purpose,  not  perhaps  of  taking  the  life  of  the 
accused,  but  at  least  of  procuring  some  punishment  beyond 
the  lawt,  with  the  strange  mixture  of  articles,  as  to  which 
there  was  no  presumptive  proof,  or  which  were  evidently 
false,  such  as  concealment  of  the  popish  plot,  gave  such  a 

*  Memoirs  relating  to  the  Impeach-  seem  to  render  it  very  doubtful  whether 

ment  of  the  Earl  of  Danby,  1710f  pp.  they  would  have  spared  his  life.     But  it 

151.  227.     State  Trials,  vol.  li.  is  to  be  remembered  tliat  they  were  ex- 

f  The  violence  of  the  next  house  of  asperated  by  the  pardon  he  had  clande&- 

commons,  who  refused  to  acquiesce  in  tinely  obtained,  and  pleaded  in  bar  of 

Danby*s  banishment,  to  which  the  lords  their  impeachment, 
had  changed  their  bill  of  attainder,  may 
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character  of  intemperance  and  faction  to  these  proceedings, 
as  may  lead  superficial  readers  to  condemn  them  altogether.* 
The  compliance  of  Danby  with  the  king's  corrupt  policy  had 
been  highly  culpable,  but  it  was  not  unprecedented ;  it  was 
even  conformable  to  the  court  standard^  of  duty ;  and  as  it 
sprang  from  too  inordinate  a  desire  to  retain  power,  it  would 
have  found  an  appropriate  and  adequate  chastisement  in 
exclusion  from  office.  We  judge  perhaps  somewhat  more 
fiivourably  of  lord  Danby  than  his  contemporaries  at  that 
juncture  were  warranted  to  do ;  but  even  then  he  was  rather 
a  minister  to  be  pulled  down  than  a  man  to  be  severely 
punished.  His  one  great  and  undeniable  service  to  the 
protestant  and  English  interests  should  have  palliated  a 
multitude  of  errors.  Yet  this  was  the  main-spring  and  first 
source  of  the  intrigue  that  ruined  him. 

The  impeachment  of  lord  Danby  brought  forward  several 
material  discussions  on  that  part  of  our  constitu-  QuMUont 
tional  law,  which  should  not  be  passed  over  in  this  fi^^hm^l 
place.  1.  As  soon  as  the  charges  presented  by  the  ^m^iment 
commons  at  the  bar  of  the  upper  house  had  been  *°"*®^°^*''- 
read,  a  motion  was  made  that  the  earl  should  withdraw ; 
and  another  afterwards,  that  he  should  be  committed  to  the 
Tower  :  both  of  which  were  negatived  by  considerable  ma- 
jorities.t  This  refusal  to  commit  on  a  charge  of  treason 
had  created  a  dispute  between  the  two  houses  in  the  instance 
of  lord  Clarendon,  t  In  that  case,  however,  one  of  the 
articles  of  impeachment  did  actually  contain  an  unquestion- 
able treason.  But  it  was  contended  with  much  more  force 
on  the  present  occasion,  that  if  the  commons,  by  merely 
using  the  word  traitorously,  could  alter  the  character  of  of- 
fences which,  on  their  own  showing,  amounted  but  to  misde- 
meanours, the  boasted  certainty  of  the  law  in  matters  of 
treason  would  be  at  an  end ;  and  unless  it  were  meant  that 
the  lords  should  pass  sentence  in  such  a  case  against  the 
received  rules  of  law,  there  could  be  no  pretext  for  their 


*  The   impeachment  was  carried  by  Eighteen  peers  entered  their  protests ; 
179  to  1 16,  Dec.  1 9.   A  motion,  Dec.  21.  Halifax,  Essex,  Shaftesbury,  &c. 
to  leave  out  the  word  traitorously,  was  \  State  Trials,  vi.  351.  et  post.    Hat- 
lost  by  179  to  141.  sell's  Precedents,  iv.  176. 
.  t  Lords*  Journals,    Dec.   26.   1678. 
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refusmg  to  admit  the  accused  to  bail.  Even  in  Strafford's 
case,  which  was  a  condemned  precedent,  they  had  a  general 
charge  of  high  treason  upon  which  he  was  committed;  while 
the  offences  alleged  against  Danby  were  stated  with  particu- 
larity, and  upon  the  ^euce  of  the  articles  could  not  be  brought 
within  any  reasonable  interpretation  of  the  statutes  relating 
to  treason.  The  house  of  commons  faintly  urged  a  remark- 
able clause  in  the  act  of  Edward  XXL,  which  provides  that,  in 
case  of  any  doubt  arising  as  to  the  nature  of  an  oflfence 
charged  to  amount  to  treason,  the  judges  should  refer  it  to 
the  sentence  of  parliament ;  and  maintained  that  this  invested 
the  two  houses  with  a  declaratory  power  to  extend  the 
penalties  of  the  law  to  new  offences  which  had  not  been 
clearly  provided  for  in  its  enactments.  But,  though  some- 
thing like  this  might  possibly  have  been  in  contemplation 
with  the  framers  of  that  statute,  and  precedents  were  not 
absolutely  wanting  to  support  the  construction,  it  was  so 
repugnant  to  the  more  equitable  principles  of  criminal  law 
which  had  begun  to  gain  ground,  that  even  the  heat  of 
faction  did  not  induce  the  commons  to  insist  upon  it.  They 
maybe  considered  however  as  having  carried  their  point; 
for,  though  the  prorogation  and  subsequent  dissolution  of 
the  present  parliament  ensued  so  quickly  that  nothing  more 
was  done  in  the  matter,  yet  when  the  next  house  of  com- 
mons revived  the  impeachment,  the  lords  voted  to  take 
Danby  into  custody  without  any  further  objection.*  It 
ought  not  to  be  inferred  from  hence,  that  they  were  wrong  in 
refusing  to  commit ;  nor  do  X  conceive,  notwithstanding 
the  latter  precedent  of  lord  Oxford,  that  any  rule  to  the 
contrary  is  established.  Xn  any  future  case  it  ought  to  be 
open  to  debate,  whether  articles  of  impeachment  pretending 
to  contain  a  charge  of  high  treason  do  substantially  set 
forth  overt  acts  of  such  a  crime ;  and,  if  the  house  of  lords 
shall  be  of  opinion,  either  by  consulting  the  judges  or  other- 
wise, that  no  treason  is  specially  alleged,  they  should, 
notwithstanding  any  technical  words,  treat  the  offence  as  a 
misdemeanour,  and  admit  the  accused  to  bail,  t 

*  Lords*  Journals,  April  16.  ''that,  in  the   transaction  of  this  affiiir, 

f  "  The  lord  privy  seal,  Anglesea,  in  a    were  two  great  points  gained  by  this 

conference  between  the  two  houses,*"  said,    house  of  commons :  the  first  was,  that 
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2.  A  Still  more  important  question  arose  as  to  the 
king's  right  of  pardon  upon  a  parliamentary  im- 
peachment. Danby,  who  had  absconded  on  the  piea<£d 
unexpected  revival  of  these  proceedings  in  the  new 
parliament,  finding  that  an  act  of  attainder  was  likely  to  pass 
against  him,  in  consequence  of  his  flight  from  justice,  surren- 
dered himself  to  the  usher  of  the  black  rod  ;  and,  on  being 
required  to  give  in  his  written  answer  to  the  charges  of  the 
commons,  pleaded  a  pardon,  secretly  obtained  from  the  king, 
in  bar  of  the  prosecution.*  The  commons  resolved  that  the 
pardon  was  illegal  and  void,  and  ought  not  to  be  pleaded  in 
bar  of  the  impeachment  of  the  commons  of  England.  They 
demaaded  judgment  at  the  lords'  bar  against  Danby,  as  having 
put  in  a  void  plea.  They  resolved,  with  that  culpable  violence 
which  distinguished  tins  and  the  succeeding  house  of  com- 
mons, in  order  to  deprive  the  accused  of  the  assistance  of 
counsel,  that  no  commoner  whatsoever  should  presume  to 
maintain  the  validity  of  the  pardon  pleaded  by  the  earl  of 
Danby  without  their  consent,  on  pain  of  being  accounted  a 
betrayer  of  the  liberties  of  the  commons  of  England.!  They 
denied  the  right  of  the  bishops  to  vote  on  the  validity  of  this 
pardon.  They  demanded  the  appointment  of  a  committee 
from  both  houses  to  regulate  the  form  and  manner  of  pro- 
ceeding on  this  impeachment,  as  well  as  on  that  of  the  five 
lords  accused  of  participation  in  the  popish  plot.  The  upper 
house  gave  some  signs  of  a  vacillating  and  temporizing  spirit, 
not  by  any  means  unaccountable.    They  acceded,  after  a  first 


impeachmeDts  made  by  the  commons  in  Shaftesbury  said,  indecently  enough, 
one  parliament  continued  from  session  to  that  they  were  as  willing  to  be  rid  of  the 
session*  and  parliament  to  parliament,  earl  of  Danby  as  the  commons ;  and 
notwithstanding  prorogations  or  dissolu-  cavilled  at  the  distinction  between  general 
tions :  the  other  point  wa%  that  in  cases  and  special  impeachments.  Commons* 
of  impeachments,  upon  special  matter  Journals,  April  12.  1679.  On  the  im- 
shown,  if  the  modesty  of  the  party  directs  peachment  of  Scroggs  for  treason,  in  the 
him  not  to  withdraw,  the  lords  admit  next  parliament,  it  was  moved  to  commit 
that  of  right  they  ought  to  order  bim  to  him ;  but  the  previous  question  was  car- 
withdraw,  and  that  afterwards  he  ought  ried,  and  he  was  admitted  to  bail;  doubt- 
to  be  committed.  But  he  understood  less  because  no  sufficient  matter  was 
that  the  lords  did  not  intend  to  extend  alleged.  Twenty  peers  protested.  Lords* 
the  points  of  withdrawing  and  commit-  Journals,  Jan.  7.  1681. 
ting  to  general  impeachments  without  *  Lords'  Journals,  April  35.  Pari, 
special  matter  alleged ;  else  they  did  not  Hist  1 121,  &c. 
know  how  many  might  be  picked  out  of  f  Lords*  Journals,  May  9.  1679. 
their  house  on  a  sudden.** 
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refusal,  to  the  proposition  of  a  committee,  though  manifestly 
designed  to  encroach  on  their  own  exclusive  claim  of  judi- 
cature.* But  they  came  to  a  resolution  that  the  spiritual 
lords  had  a  right  to  sit  and  vote  in  parliament  in  capital 
cases,  until  judgment  of  death  shall  be  pronounced.t  The 
commons  of  course  protested  against  this  vote  | ;  but  a  pro- 
rogation soon  dropped  the  curtain  over  their  differences;  and 
Danby's  impeachment  was  not  acted  upon  in  the  next  par- 
liament. 

There  seems  to  be  no  kind  of  pretence  for  objecting  to  the 
Votes  of  votes  of  the  bishops  on  such  preliminary  questions 
bishopt.     j^  j^j^y  arise  ^  in  an  impeachment  of  treason.     It  is 

true  that  ancient  custom  has  so  far  engrafted  the  provisions 
of  the  ecclesiastical  law  on  our  constitution,  that  they  are 
bound  to  withdraw  when  judgment  of  life  or  death  is  pro- 
nounced ;  though  even  in  this  they  always  do  it  with  a 
protestation  of  their  right  to  remain.  This,  once  claimed 
as  a  privilege  of  the  church,  and  reluctantly  admitted  by  the 
state,  became,  in  the  lapse  of  ages,  an  exclusion  and  ba<^e  of 
inferiority.  In  the  constitutions  of  Clarendon,  under  Henry  II., 
it  is  enacted,  that  the  bishops  and  others  holding  spiritual 
benefices  ^^  in  capite  *^  should  give  their  attendance  at  trials  in 
parliament,  till  it  come  to  sentence  of  life  or  member.  This, 
although  perhaps  too  ancient  to  have  authority  as  statute  law, 
was  a  sufficient  evidence  of  the  constitutional  usage,  where 
nothing  so  material  could  be  alleged  on  the  other  side.  And, 
as  the  original  privilege  was  built  upon  nothing  better  than 
the  narrow  superstitions  of  the  canon  law,  there  was  no  rea- 
sonable pretext  for  carrying  the  exclusion  of  the  spiritual  lords 
farther  than  certain  and  constant  precedents  required.  Though 
it  was  true,  as  the  enemies  of  lord  Danby  urged,  that  by  voting 
for  the  validity  of  his  pardon,  they  would  in  effect  determine 

*  Lords*  Journals,  May  10.  and  11.  inquired  whether  it  were   intended  by 

After  the  former  vote  50  peers,  out  of  this  that  the  bishops  should  vote  on  the 

107  who  appear  to  have  been  present,  pardon  of  Danby,  which  the  upper  house 

entered  their  dissent ;  and  another,  the  declined  to  answer,  but  said  they  could 

earl  of  Leicester,  is  known  to  have  voted  not  vote  on  the  trial  of  the  five  popish 

with  the  minority.  This  unusual  strenf^h  lords.  May  15.  17.  27. 

of  opposition,  no  doubt,  produced  the  \  See  the  report  of  a  committee  in 

change  next  day.  Journals,  May  26.  ;  ^or  HatselPs  Prece- 

t  May  18.     Twenty-one  peers  were  dents,  iv.  374. 
entered  as  dissentient.     The  commons 
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the  whole  question  in  his  favour,  yet  there  seemed  no  serious 
reason,  considering  it  abstractedly  from  party  views,  why  they 
should  not  thus  indirectly  be  restored  for  once  to  a  privilege, 
from  which  the  prejudices  of  former  ages  alone  had  shut 
diem  out. 

The  main  point  in  controversy,  whether  a  general  or  special 
pardon  from  the  king  could  be  pleaded  in  answer  to  an  im- 
peachment of  the  commons,  so  as  to  prevent  any  further 
proceedings  in  it,  never  came  to  a  regular  decision.  It  was 
evident  diat  a  minister  who  had  influence  enough  to  obtain 
such  an  indemnity,  might  set  both  houses  of  parliament  at 
defiance  ;  the  pretended  responsibility  of  the  crown's  advisers, 
accounted  the  palladium  of  our  constitution,  would  be  an  idle 
mockery,  if  not  only  punishment  could  be  averted,  but  inquiry 
frustrated.  Even  if  the  king  could  remit  the  penalties  of  a 
guilty  minister's  sentence  upon  impeachment,  it  would  be 
much,  that  public  indignation  should  have  been  excited  against 
him,  that  suspicion  should  have  been  turned  into  proof,  that 
shame  and  reproach,  irremissible  by  the  great  seal,  should 
avenge  the  wrongs  of  his  country.  It  was  always  to  be  pre- 
sumed that  a  sovereign,  undeceived  by  such  a  judicial  inquiry, 
or  sensible  to  the  general  voice  it  roused,  would  voluntarily, 
or  at  least  prudently,  abandon  an  unworthy  favourite.  Though 
it  might  be  admitted  that  long  usage  had  established  the  royal 
prerogative  of  granting  pardons  under  the  great  seal,  even 
before  trial,  and  that  such  pardons  might  be  pleaded  in  bar, 
(a  prerogative  indeed  which  ancient  statutes,  not  repealed, 
though  gone  into  disuse,  or  rather  in  no  time  acted  upon,  had 
attempted  to  restrain,)  yet  we  could  not  infer  that  it  extended 
to  cases  of  impeachment.  In  ordinary  criminal  proceedings 
by  indictment  the  king  was  before  the  court  as  prosecutor, 
the  suit  was  in  his  name  ;  he  might  stay  the  process  at  his 
pleasure,  by  entering  a  "  noli  prosequi ;  '*  to  pardon,  before 
or  after  judgment,  was  a  branch  of  the  same  prerogative  ;  it 
was  a  great  constitutional  trust,  to  be  exercised  at  his  discre- 
tion. But  in  an  appeal,  that  is,  an  accusation  of  felony^ 
brought  by  the  injured  party,  or  his  next  of  blood,  a  proceed- 
ing wherein  the  king's  name  did  not  appear,  it  was  undoubted 
that  he  could  not  remit  the  capital  sentence.  The  same  prin- 
ciple seemed  applicable  to  an  impeachment  at  the  suit  of  the 

VOL.  II.  I 
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commons  of  England,  demanding  justice  from  the  supreme 
tribunal  of  the  other  house  of  parliament.  It  could  not  be 
denied  that  James  had  remitted  the  whole  sentence  upon  lord 
Bacon.  But  impeachments  were  so  unusual  at  that  time,  and 
the  privileges  of  parliament  so  little  out  of  dispute,  that  no 
great  stress  could  be  laid  on  this  precedent. 

Such  must  have  been  the  course  of  arguing,  strong  on 
political,  and  specious  on  legal  grounds,  which  induced  the 
commons  to  resist  the  plea  put  in  by  lord  Danby.  Though 
this  question  remained  in  suspense  on  the  present  occasion,  it 
was  finally  decided  by  the  legislature  in  the  act  of  settlement ; 
which  provides  that  no  pardon  under  the  great  seal  of  England 
be  pleadable  to  an  impeachment  of  the  commons  in  parlia- 
ment.* These  expressions  seem  tacitly  to  concede  the  crown's 
right  of  granting  a  pardon  after  sentence ;  which,  though 
perhaps  it  could  not  well  be  distinguished  in  point  of  law 
from  a  pardon  pleadable  in  bar,  stands  on  a  very  different 
footing,  as  has  been  observed  above,  with  respect  to  consti- 
tutional policy.  Accordingly,  upon  the  impeachment  of  the 
six  peers  who  had  been  concerned  in  the  rebellion  of  171^^ 
the  house  of  lords,  after  sentence  passed,  having  come  to  a 
resolution  on  debate  that  the  king  had  a  right  to  reprieve 
in  cases  of  impeachment,  addressed  him  to  exercise  that 
prerogative  as  to  such  of  them  as  should  deserve  his 
mercy ;  and  three  of  the  number  were  in  consequence 
pardoned.t 

3.  The  impeachment  of  Danby  first  brought  forward  an- 
Abatement  othcr  qucstiou  of  hardly  less  magnitude,  and  remark- 
mem/1."*'"  ^-ble  as  one  of  the  few  great  points  in  constitutional 
dissolution.  YsWf  which  liavc  been  discussed  and  finally  settled 
within  the  memory  of  the  present  generation:  I  mean  the 
continuance  of  an  impeachment  by  the  commons  from  one 
parliament  to  another.  Though  this  has  been  put  at  rest  by 
a  determination  altogether  consonant  to  maxims  of  expediency, 
it  seems  proper  in  this  place  to  show  briefly  the  grounds  upon 
which  the  argument  on  both  sides  rested. 

In  the  earlier  period  of  our  parliamentary  records,    the 

*  ]  3  W.  III.  0.  2.  and  one  of  the  managers  on  the  impeacfa- 

f  Pari.  Hist.  vii.  283.  Mr.  Lechmere,    raent,  had  most  confidently  denied  this 
a  very  ardent  whig,  then  solicitor-general,    prerogative.     Id.  233. 
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business  of  both  houses,  whether  of  a  legislative  or  judicial 
nature,  though  often  very  multifarious,  was  despatched,  with 
the  rapidity  natural  to  comparatively  rude  times,  by  men  im- 
patient of  delay,  unused  to  doubt,  and  not  cautious  in  the 
proof  of  facts  or  attentive  to  the  subtleties  of  reasoning.  The 
session,  generally  speaking,  was  not  to  terminate  till  the  pe- 
titions in  parliament  for  redress  had  been  disposed  of,  whether 
decisively  or  by  reference  to  some  more  permanent  tribunal. 
Petitions  for  alteration  of  the  law,  presented  by  the  commons, 
and  assented  to  by  the  lords,  were  drawn  up  into  statutes  by 
the  king's  council  just  before  the  prorogation  or  dissolution. 
They  fell  naturally  to  the  ground,  if  the  session  closed  before 
they  could  be  submitted  to  the  king's  pleasure.  The  great 
chsaage  that  took  place  in  the  reign  of  Henry  VI.,  by  passing 
bills  complete  in  their  form  through  the  two  houses  instead 
of  petitions,  while  it  rendered  manifest  to  every  eye  that  dis- 
tinction between  legislative  and  judicial  proceedings  which  the 
simplicity  of  older  times  had  half  concealed,  did  not  affect  this 
constitutional  principle.  At  the  close  of  a  session,  every  bill 
then  in  progress  through  parliament  became  a  nullity,  and 
must  pass  again  through  all  its  stages  before  it  could  be  ten- 
dered for  the  royal  assent.  No  sort  of  difference  existed  in 
the  effect  of  a  prorogation  and  a  dissolution  ;  it  was  even 
maintained  that  a  session  made  a  parliament. 

During  the  fifteenth  and  sixteenth  centuries,  writs  of  error 
from  inferior  courts  to  the  house  of  lords  became  far  less 
usual  than  in  the  preceding  age ;  and  when  they  occurred,  as 
error  could  only  be  assigned  on  a  point  of  law  appearing  on 
the  record,  they  were  quickly  decided  with  the  assistance  of 
the  judges.  But,  when  they  grew  more  frequent,  and  espe- 
cially when  appeals  from  the  chancellor,  requiring  often  a 
tedious  examination  of  depositions,  were  brought  before  the 
lords,  it  was  found  that  a  sudden  prorogation  might  often  in- 
terrupt a  decision ;  and  the  question  arose,  whether  writs  of 
error,  and  other  proceedings  of  a  similar  nature,  did  not,  ac- 
cording to  precedent  or  analogy,  cease,  or  in  technical  language 
abate,  at  the  close  of  a  session.  An  order  was  accordingly 
made  by  the  house  on  March  11.  1673,  that  "  the  lords 
committees  for  privileges  should  inquire  whether  an  appeal 
to  this  house  either  by  writ  of  error  or  petition,  from  the  pro- 
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ceedings  of  any  other  court  being  depending,  and  not  deter- 
mined in  one  session  of  parliament,  continue  in  statu  quo 
unto  the  next  session  of  parliament,  without  renewing  the 
writ  of  error  or  petition,  or  beginning  all  anew/*  The  com- 
mittee reported  on  the  29th  of  March,  after  mis-reciting  the 
order  of  reference  to  them  in  a  very  remarkable  manner,  by 
omitting  some  words  and  interpolating  others,  so  as  to  make 
it  far  more  extensive  than  it  really  was*,  that  upon  the  con- 
sideration of  precedents,  which  they  specify,  they  came  to  a 
resolution  that  ^'  businesses  depending  in  one  parliament  or 
session  of  parliament  have  been  continued  to  the  next  session 
of  the  same  parliament,  and  the  proceedings  thereupon  have 
remained  in  the  same  state  in  which  they  were  left  when  last 
in  agitation."  The  house  approved  of  this  resolution,  and 
ordered  it  accordingly,! 

This  resolution  was  decisive  as  to  the  continuance  of  ordi-^ 
nary  judicial  business  beyond  the  termination  of  a  session.  It 
was  still  open  to  dispute  whether  it  might  not  abate  by  a  dis- 
solution. And  the  peculiar  case  of  impeachment,  to  which, 
after  the  dissolution  of  the  long  parliament  in  I678,  every 
one's  attention  was  turned,  seemed  to  stand  on  different 
grounds.  It  was  referred  therefore  to  the  committee  of  pri- 
vileges, on  the  11th  of  March,  1679,  to  consider  wheAer 
petitions  of  appeal  which  were  presented  to  this  house  in  the 
last  parliament  be  still  in  force  to  be  proceeded  on.  Next 
day  it  is  referred  to  the  same  committee,  on  a  report  of  the 
matter  of  fact  as  to  the  impeachments  of  the  earl  of  Danby 
and  the  five  popish  lords  in  the  late  parliament,  to  consider 
of  the  state  of  the  said  impeachments  and  all  the  incidents 
relating  thereto,  and  to  report  to  the  house.  On  the  18th  of 
March  lord  Essex  reported  from  the  committee,  that,  "  upon 
perusal  of  the  judgment  of  this  house  of  the  29th  of  March, 
1673,  they  are  of  opinion,  that  in  all  cases  of  appeals  and 
writs  of  error  they  continue,  and  are  to  be  proceeded  on,  in 
statu  quo,  as  they  stood  at  the  dissolution  of  the  last  parlia-> 
ment,  without  beginning  de  novo And,  upon 

*  Instead  of  the  words  in  the  order,  in  their  legislative  capacity.**     The  im- 

'*  from   the  proceedings   of   any   other  portance  of  this  alteration   as  to    the 

court,"  the  following  are  inserted,  "  or  question  of  impeachment  is  obvious, 
anyotherbusin^s  wherein  their  lordships         f  I^rds*  Journals, 
act  as  in  a  court  of  judicature,  and  not 
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consideration  had  of  the  matter  referred  to  their  lordships 
concerning  the  state  of  the  impeachments  brought  up  from 

the  house  of  commons  the  last  parUament,  &c they 

are  of  opinion  that  the  dissolution  of  the  last  parliament  doth 
not  alter  the  state  of  the  impeachments  brought  up  by  the 
commons  in  that  parliament/'  This  report  was  taken  into 
consideration  next  day  by  the  house ;  and  after  a  debate, 
which  appears  from  the  journals  to  have  lasted  some  time, 
and  the  previous  question  moved  and  lost,  it  was  resolved  to 
agree  with  the  committee.* 

This  resolution  became  for  some  years  the  acknowledged 
law  of  parliament.  Lord  Stafford,  at  his  trial  in  1680,  hav- 
ing requested  that  his  counsel  might  be  heard  as  to  the  point, 
whether  impeachments  could  go  from  one  parliament  to  an- 
other, the  house  took  no  notice  of  this  question ;  though  they 
consulted  the  judges  about  another  which  he  had  put,  as  to 
Ae  necessity  of  two  witnesses  to  every  overt  act  of  treason.t 
Lord  Danby  and  chief-justice  Scroggs  petitioned  the  lords  in 
the  Oxford  parliament,  one  to  have  the  charges  against  him 
dismissed,  the  other  to  be  bailed ;  but  neither  take  the  ob- 
jection of  an  intervening  dissolution,  t  And  lord  Danby, 
after  the  dissolution  of  three  successive  parliaments  since  that 
in  which  he  was  impeached,  having  lain  for  three  years  in 
the  Tower,  when  he  applied  to  be  enlarged  on  bail  by  the 
court  of  king's  bench  in  1682,  was  refused  by  the  judges,  on 
the  ground  of  their  incompetency  to  meddle  in  a  parliamentary 
impeachment ;  though,  if  the  prosecution  were  already  at  an 
end,  he  would  have  been  entitled  to  an  absolute  discharge. 
On  Jefferies  becoming  chief  justice  of  the  king's  bench, 
Danby  was  admitted  to  bail.§  But  in  the  parliament  of 
1685,  the  impeached  lords  having  petitioned  the  house,  it 
was  resolved,  that  the  order  of  the  19th  of  March,  1679,  be 
reversed  and  annulled  as  to  impeachments  ;  and  they  were 
consequently  released  from  their  recognizances.  || 

*  Lords' Journals.  Seventy-eight  peers  §  Shower's    Reports,  ii.  335.      "  He 

were  present.  was  buled  to  appear  at  the  lords'  bar  the 

t  Id.  4th  Dec.  1680.  first  day  of  the  then  next  parliament." 

\  Lords' Joum.  March  24.  1681.  The  The  catholic  lords  were  bailed  the  next 

Tery  next  day  the  commons  sent  a  mes-  day.     This  proves  that  the  impeachment 

sage  to  demand  judgment  on  the  impeach-  was  not  held  to  be  at  an  end. 

meat  against  him.     Com.  Journ.  March  ||  Lords*  Journals,  May  22.  1685. 
25. 
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The  first  of  these  two  contradictory  determinations  is  not 
certainly  free  from  that  reproach  which  so  often  contaminates 
our  precedents  of  parliamentary  law,  and  renders  an  honest 
man  reluctant  to  show  them  any  greater  deference  than  is 
strictly  necessary.  It  passed  during  the  violent  times  of  the 
popish  plot;  and  a  contrary  resolution  would  have  set  at 
liberty  the  five  catholic  peers  committed  to  the  Tower,  and 
enabled  them  probably  to  quit  the  kingdom  before  a  new  im- 
peachment could  be  preferred.  It  must  be  acknowledged,  at 
the  same  time,  that  it  was  borne  out,  in  a  considerable 
degree,  by  the  terms  of  the  order  of  I67S,  which  seems 
liable  to  no  suspicion  of  answering  a  temporary  purpose; 
and  that  the  court  party  in  the  house  of  lords  were  powerful 
enough  to  have  widistood  any  flagrant  innovation  in  the  law 
of  parliament.  As  for  the  second  resolution,  that  of  1685 j 
which  reversed  the  former,  it  was  passed  in  the  very  worst  of 
times ;  and,  if  we  may  believe  die  protest,  signed  by  the 
earl  of  Anglesea  and  three  other  peers,  with  great  precipita- 
tion and  neglect  of  usual  forms.  It  was  not  however  an- 
nulled after  the  revolution ;  but,  on  the  contrary,  received 
what  may  seem  at  first  sight  a  certain  degree  of  confirma- 
tion, from  an  order  of  the  house  of  lords  in  I69O,  on  the 
petitions  of  lords  Salisbury  and  Peterborough,  who  had  been 
impeached  in  the  preceding  parliament,  to  be  discharged; 
which  was  done,  after  reading  the  resolutions  of  1679  and 
1685,  and  a  long  debate  thereon.  But  as  a  general  pardon 
had  come  out  in  the  mean  time,  by  which  the  judges  held 
that  the  offences  imputed  to  these  two  lords  had  been  dis- 
charged, and  as  the  commons  showed  no  disposition  to  follow 
up  their  impeachment  against  them,  no  parliamentary  reason- 
ing can  perhaps  be  founded  on  this  precedent.*  In  the  case 
of  the  duke  of  Leeds,  impeached  by  the  commons  in  1695^ 
no  further  proceedings  were  had  ^  but  the  lords  did  not  make 
an  order  for  his  discharge  from  the  accusation  till  five  years 
after  three  dissolutions  had  intervened ;  and  grounded  it 
upon  the  commons  not  proceeding  with  the  impeachment. 

*  Upon   considering  the  proceedings  latter  day,  there  can  be  little  doubt  that 

in   the   house   of  lords  on  this  subject,  their  release  had  been  chiefly  grounded 

Oct.  6.  and  SO.  1690,  and  especially  the  on  the  act  of  grace,  and  not  on  thcaban* 

protest  signed  by  eight  peers  on  the  donment  of  the  impeachment. 
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They  did  not,  however,  send  a  message  to  inquire  if  the 
commons  were  ready  to  proceed,  which,  according  to  parlia- 
mentary usage,  would  be  required  in  case  of  a  pending 
impeachment.  The  cases  of  lords  Somers,  Orford,  and 
Hsdifax  were  similar  to  that  of  the  duke  of  Leeds,  except 
that  so  long  a  period  did  not  intervene.  These  instances 
dierefore  rather  tend  to  confirm  the  position,  that  impeach- 
ments did  not  ipso  facto  abate  by  a  dissolution,  notwith- 
standing the  reversal  of  the  order  of  1679*  In  the  case  of 
the  earl  of  Oxford,  it  was  formally  resolved  in  VJIT,  that  an 
impeachment  does  not  determine  by  a  prorogation  of  parlia- 
ment ;  an  authority  conclusive  to  those  who  maintain  that  no 
difference  exists  in  the  law  of  parliament  between  the  effects 
of  a  prorogation  and  a  dissolution.  But  it  is  difficult  to 
make  all  men  consider  this  satisfactory. 

The  question  came  finally  before  both  houses  of  parliament 
in  1791>  a  dissolution  having  intervened  during  the  impeach- 
ment of  Mr.  Hastings ;  an  impeachment  which,  far  unlike 
the  rapid  proceedings  of  former  ages,  had  already  been  for 
three  years  before  the  house  of  lords,  and  seemed  likely  to 
run  on  to  an  almost  interminable  length.  It  must  have  been 
abandoned  in  despair,  if  the  prosecution  had  been  held  to 
determine  by  the  late  dissolution.^  The  general  reasonings, 
and  the  force  of  precedents  on  both  sides,  were-  urged  with 
great  ability,  and  by  the  principal  speakers  in  both  houses ; 
the  lawyers  generally  inclining  to  maintain  the  resolution  of 
1685,  that  impeachments  abate  by  a  dissolution,  but  against 
still  greater  names  which  were  united  on  the  opposite  side. 
In  the  end,  after  an  ample  discussion,  the  continuance  of  im- 
peachments, in  spite  of  a  dissolution,  was  carried  by  very 
large  majorities ;  and  this  decision,  so  deliberately  taken,  and 
so  free  from  all  suspicion  of  partiality,  (the  majority  in  nei- 
ther house,  especially  the  upper,  bearing  any  prejudice  against 
the  accused  person,)  as  well  as  so  consonant  to  principles  of 
utility  and  constitutional  policy,  must  for  ever  have  set  at 
rest  all  dispute  upon  the  question. 

The  year  1 678,  and  the  last  session  of  the  parliament  that 
had  continued  since  I66I,  were  memorable  for  the  p^,^ 
great  national  delusion  of  the   popish  plot.     For  p'*** 
national  it  was  undoubtedly  to  be  called,  and  by  no  means 
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confined  to  the  whig  or  opposition  party,  either  in  or  out  of 
parliament,  though  it  gave  them  much  temporary  strength. 
And  though  it  were  a  most  unhappy-instance  of  the  credulity 
begotten  by  heated  passions  and  mistaken  reasoning,  yet 
there  were  circumstances,  and  some  of  tliem  very  sing^ar  in 
their  nature,  which  explain  and  furnish  an  apology  for  the 
public  error,  and  which  it  is  more  important  to  point  out  and 
keep  in  mind,  than  to  inveigh,  as  is  the  custom  in  modem 
times,  against  the  factiousness  and  bigotry  of  our  ancestors. 
For  I  am  persuaded  that  we  are  far  from  being  secure  from 
similar  public  delusions,  whenever  such  a  concurrence  of 
coincidences  and  seeming  probabilities  shall  again  arise,  as 
misled  nearly  the  whole  people  of  England  in  the  popish 
plot.* 

It  is  first  to  be  remembered  that  there  was  really  and  truly 
a  popish  plot  in  being,  though  not  that  which  Titus  Oates 
and  his  associates  pretended  to  reveal,  —  not  merely  in  the 
sense  of  Hume,  who,  arguing  from  the  general  spirit  of 
proselytism  in  that  religion,  says  there  is  a  perpetual  con- 
spiracy against  all  governments,  protestant,  Mahometan,  and 
pagan,  but  one  alert,  enterprising,  effective,  in  direct  opera- 
tion against  the  established  protestant  religion  in  England. 
In  this  plot  the  king,  the  duke  of  York,  and  the  king  of 
France  were  chief  conspirators ;  the  Romish  priests,  and 
especially  the  Jesuits,  were  eager  co-operators.  Their  ma- 
coieman*s  chiuatious  and  their  hopes,  long-suspected,  and  in  a 
letter..  general  sense  known,  were  divulged  by  the  seizure 
and  publication  of  Coleman's  letters.  "  We  have  here,"  he 
says,  in  one  of  these,  *^  a  mighty  work  upon  our  hands,  no 
less  than  the  conversion  of  three  kingdoms,  and  by  that  per- 
haps the  utter  subduing  of  a  pestilent  heresy,  which  has  a 
long  time  domineered  over  this  northern  world.  There  were 
never  such  hopes  since  the  death  of  our  queen  Mary  as  now 
in  our  days.  God  hath  given  us  a  prince,  who  is  become  (I 
may  say  by  miracle)  zealous  of  being  the  author  and  instru- 
ment of  so  glorious  a  work ;   but  the  opposition  we  are  sure 

*  Bishop  Parker  is  not  wrong  in  say-  discovery  of  Oates*8  plot,  they  readily 

ing  that  the  house  of  commons  bad  so  believed  every  thing   he  said ;  for  they 

long  accustomed  themselves  to  strange  had  long  expected  whatever  he  declared, 

fictions  about  popery,  that,  upon  the  first  Hist,  of  his  own  Time,  p.  248. 


Cha.  II.— 167S-85.]  FROM  HENRY  VII.  TO  GEORGE  II.   121 

to  meet  with  is  also  like  to  be  great ;  so  that  it  imports  us  to 
get  all  the  aid  and  assistance  we  can."  These  letters  were 
addressed  to  Father  la  Chaise,  confessor  of  Louis  XIV.,  and 
displayed  an  intimate  connexion  \^th  France  for  the  great 
purpose  of  restoring  popery.  They  came  to  light  at  the  very 
period  of  Oates's  discovery  ;  and  though  not  giving  it  much 
real  confirmation,  could  hardly  fail  to  make  a  powerful  im- 
pression on  men  unaccustomed  to  estimate  the  value  and 
bearings  of  evidence.* 

The  conspiracy  supposed  to  have  been  concerted  by  the 
Jesuits  at  St.  Omer,  and  in  which  so  many  English  catholics 
were  implicated,  chiefly  consisted,  as  is  well  known,  in  a 
scheme  of  assassinating  the  king.  Though  the  obvious  false- 
hood and  absurdity  of  much  that  the  witnesses  deposed  in  rela- 
tion to  this  plot  render  it  absolutely  incredible,  and  fully  acquit 
those  unfortunate  victims  of  iniquity  and  prejudice,  it  could 
not  appear  at  the  time  an  extravagant  supposition,  that  an 
eager  intriguing  faction  should  have  considered  the  king's 
life  a  serious  obstacle  to  their  hopes.  Though  as  much 
attached  in  heart  as  his  nature  would  permit  to  the  catholic 
religion,  he  was  evidently  not  inclined  to  take  any  efiectual 
measures  in  its  favour ;  he  was  but  one  year  older  than  his 
brother,  on  the  contingency  of  whose  succession  all  their 
hopes  rested,  since  his  heiress  was  not  only  brought  up  in 
the  protestant  faith,  but  united  to  its  most  strenuous  de- 
fender. Nothing  could  have  been  more  anxiously  wished  at 
St.  Omer  than  the  death  of  Charles  ;  and  it  does  not  seem 
improbable  that  the  atrocious  fictions  of  Oates  may  have  been 
originally  suggested  by  some  actual,  though  vague,  projects 
of  assassination,  which  he  had  heard  in  discourse  among  the 
ardent  spirits  of  that  college. 

The  popular  ferment  which  this  tale,  however  undeserving 
of  credit,  excited  in  a  predisposed  multitude,  was  Murder 
naturally  wrought  to  a  higher  pitch  by  the  very  moidSfry 
extraordinary   circumstances   of    sir   Edmondbury  ®"*^"y- 

*  ParL  Hist.  1024. 1035.  State  Trials,  sage   in    the   letters  is  not  deficient  in 

vii.  I.    Kennet,327.  337.  351.     North's  acuteness.     In  fiuit,  this  not  only  oon- 

Kiamen,  129.  177.    Ralph,  386.   Burnet,  victed  Coleman,  but  raised  a  general  con- 

L  555»  Scroggs  tried  Coleman  with  much  viction  of  the  truth  of  a  plot  •—  and  a 

rudeness  and  partiality  ;  but  his  sum-  plot  there  was,  though  not  Oates^ 
xDing  up  i^  reference  to  the  famous  pas- 
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Godfrey's  deadi.  Even  at  this  time,  although  we  reject  the 
imputation  thrown  on  the  catholics,  and  especially  on  those 
who  suffered  death  for  that  murder,  it  seems  impossible  to 
frame  any  hypothesis  which  can  better  account  for  the  facts 
that  seem  to  be  authenticated.  That  he  was  murdered  by 
those  who  designed  to  lay  the  charge  on  the  papists,  and 
aggravate  the  public  fury,  may  pass  with  those  who  rely  on 
such  writers  as  Roger  North  *,  but  has  not  the  slightest  cor- 
roboration from  any  evidence ;  nor  does  it  seem  to  have  been 
suggested  by  the  contemporary  libellers  of  the  court  party. 
That  he  might  have  had,  as  an  active  magistrate,  private 
enemies,  whose  revenge  took  away  his  life,  which  seems  to 
be  Hume's  conjecture,  is  hardly  more  satisfactory ;  the  ene- 
mies of  a  magistrate  are  not  likely  to  have  left  his  person 
unplundered,  nor  is  it  usual  for  justices  of  the  peace,  merely 
on  account  of  the  discharge  of  their  ordinary  duties,  to  incur 
such  desperate  resentment.  That  he  fell  by  his  own  hands 
was  doubtless  the  suggestion  of  those  who  aimed  at  discredit- 
ing the  plot ;  but  it  is  impossible  to  reconcile  this  with  the 
marks  of  violence  which  are  so  positively  sworn  to  have 
appeared  on  his  neck ;  and,  on  a  later  investigation  of  the 
subject  in  the  year  1682,  when  the  court  had  become  very 
powerful,  and  a  belief  in  the  plot  had  grown  almost  a  mark 
of  disloyalty,  an  attempt  made  to  prove  the  self-murder  of 
Godfrey,  in  a  trial  before  Pemberton,  failed  altogether ;  and 
the  result  of  the  whole  evidence,  on  that  occasion,  was 
strongly  to  confirm  the  supposition  that  he  had  perished  by 
the  hands  of  assassins.f  His  death  remains  at  this  moment 
a  problem  for  which  no  tolerably  satisfactory  solution  can  be 
offered.  But  at  the  time,  it  was  a  very  natural  presumption 
to  connect  it  with  the  plot,  wherein  he  had  not  only  taken 
the  deposition  of  Gates,  a  circumstance  not  in  itself  highly 
important,  but  was  supposed  to  have  received  the  confidential 
communications  of  Coleman,  t 

*  Examen,  p.  196.  But   their  own   witnesses  proved   that 

t  R.   ▼.    Farwell   and  others.     State  Godfrey's  body  had  all  the  appearance 

Trials,  viiL  1361.     They  were  indicted  of  being  strangled. 

for  publishing  some  letters  to  prove  that  The  Roman  catholics  gave  out,  at  the 

Godfrey  had  killed  himself.     They  de-  time   of  Godfrey's   desXh,   that  be  had 

fended  themselves  by  calling  witnesses  to  killed  himself;  and  hurt  their  own  cause 

prove  the  truth  of  the  fact,  which,  though  by  foolish  lies.     North's  Examen,  p.  SOO. 

in  a  case  of  libel,  Pemberton  allowed.  f  It  was  deposed   by  a   respectable 
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Another  circumstance,  much  calculated  to  persuade  ordi- 
nary  minds  of  the  truth  of  the  plot,  was  the  trial  of  Reading, 
a  Romish  attorney,  for  tampering  with  the  witnesses  against 
the  accused  catholic  peers,  in  order  to  make  them  keep  out 
of  the  way.*  As  such  clandestine  dealing  with  witnesses 
creates  a  strong,  and  perhaps  with  some  too  strong,  a  pre* 
sumption  of  guilt,  where  justice  is  sure  to  be  uprightly  ad- 
ministered, men  did  not  make  a  fair  distinction  as  to  times 
when  the  violence  of  the  court  and  jury  gave  no  reasonable 
hope  of  escape ;  and  when  the  most  innocent  party  would 
much  rather  procure  the  absence  of  a  peijured  witness  than 
trust  to  the  chance  of  disproving  his  testimony. 

There  was  indeed  good  reason  to  distrust  the  course  of 
justice.  Never  were  our  tribunals  so  disgraced  by  ii^articeof 
the  brutal  manners  and  iniquitous  partiality  of  the  ui/Ma?. 
bench  as  in  the  latter  years  of  this  reign.  The  State  Trials, 
none  of  which  appear  to  have  been  published  by  the  prisoners' 
friends,  bear  abundant  testimony  to  the  turpitude  of  the  judges. 
They  explained  away  and  softened  the  palpable  contradictions 
of  the  witnesses  for  the  crown,  insulted  and  threatened  those 
of  the  accused,  checked  all  cross-examination,  assumed  the 
truth  of  the  charge  throughout  the  whole  of  every  trial.t 


that  Godfrey  entertained  appre-  brought  to  Hill's  lodgings  on  the  Satur- 
bensaons  on  account  of  what  be  had  done  day,  and  remained  there  till  Monday, 
as  to  the  plot,  and  had  said,  **  On  my  The  prisoner  called  witnesses  who  lodged 
eoiMcience,  I  believe  I  shall  be  the  first  in  the  same  house,  to  prove  that  it  could 
martyr.**  State  Trials,  vii.  168.  These  not  have  been  there  without  their  know- 
little  additional  circumstances,  which  are  ledge.  Wild,  one  of  the  judges,  assuming, 
suppressed  by  later  historians,  who  speak  as  usual,  the  truth  of  the  story  as  beyond 
of  the  plot  as  unfit  to  impose  on  any  but  controversy,  said  it  was  very  suspicious 
the  most  bigoted  fanatics,  contributed  to  that  they  should  see  or  hear  nothing  of 
make  up  a  body  of  presumptive  and  posi-  it ;  and  another,  Dolben,  told  them  it 
tive  evidence,  from  which  human  belief  was  well  they  were  not  indicted.  Id.  199. 
is  rarely  withheld.  Jones,  summing  up  the  evidence  on  sir 

It  is  remarkable  that  the  most  acute  Thomas  Gascoigne's  trial  at  York,  (an 

and  diligent  historian  we  possess  for  those  aged  catholic  gentleman,  most  improbably 

times,  Ralph,  does  not  in  the  slightest  accused  of  accession  to  the  plot,)  says  to 

degree  pretend  to  account  for  Godfrey's  the  jury :    "  Gentlemen,  you   have   the 

death ;  though,  in  his  general  reflections  king's  witness  on  his  oath  ;  he  thattestiflea 

on  the  plot,  p.  555, ,  he  relies  too  much  against  him  is  barely  on  his  word,  and 

on  the  assertions  of  North  and  VEstrange.  he  is  a  papist  ;**  Id.  1039. :  thus  deriving 

*   State  Trials,  vii.  259.     North's  £x-  an   argument  from  an  iniquitous  rule, 

amen,  240.  which,  at  that  time,  prevailed  in  our  law, 

'    t  State  Trials,  vol.  viL  passim.      On  of  refusing  to  hear  Uie  prisoner's  witnesses 

the  trial  of  Green,  Berry,  and  Hill,  for  upon  oath.      Gascoigne,   however,  was 

Godfrey's  murder,  part  of  the  story  for  acquitted, 
the  prosecution  was,  that  the  body  was        It  would  swell  this  note  to  an  unwar- 
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One  Whitbread,  a  Jesuit,  having  been  indicted  with  several 
others,  and  the  evidence  not  being  sufficient,  Scroggs  dis- 
charged the  jury  of  him,  but  ordered  him  to  be  kept  in  custody 
till  more  proof  might  come  in.  He  was  accordingly  indicted 
again  for  the  same  offence.  On  his  pleading  that  he  had 
been  already  tried,  Scroggs  and  North  had  the  effrontery  to 
deny  that  he  had  been  ever  put  in  jeopardy,  though  the  wit- 
nesses for  the  crown  had  been  fully  heard,  before  the  jury 
were  most  irregularly  and  illegally  discharged  of  him  on  the 
former  trial.  North  said  he  had  often  known  it  done,  and 
it  was  the  common  course  of  law.  In  the  course  of  this  pro- 
ceeding, Bedloe,  who  had  deposed  nothing  explicit  against 
the  prisoner  on  the  former  trial,  accounted  for  this  by  saying, 
it  was  not  then  convenient ;  an  answer  with  which  the  court 
and  jury  were  content.* 

It  is  remarkable  that,  although  the  king  might  be  justly 
surmised  to  give  little  credence  to  the  pretended  plot,  and  the 
duke  of  York  was  manifestly  affected  in  his  interests  by  the 
heats  it  excited,  yet  the  judges  most  subservient  to  the  court, 
Scroggs,  North,  Jones,  went  with  all  violence  into  the  popular 
cry,  till,  the  witnesses  beginning  to  attack  the  queen,  and  to 
menace  the  duke,  they  found  it  was  time  to  rein  in,  as  far  as 
they  could,  the  passions  they  had  instigated.t  Pemberton, 
a  more  honest  man  in  political  matters,  showed  a  remarkable 
intemperance  and  unfairness  in  all  trials  relating  to  popery. 
Even  in  that  of  lord  Stafford  in  1680,  the  last,  and  perhaps 
the  worst,  proceeding  under  this  delusion,  though  the  court 
had  a  standing  majority  in  the  house  of  lords,  he  was  con- 

rantable  length,  were  I  to  extract  so  absurdity,  represents  his  brother,  the  chief- 
much  of  the  trials  as  might  fully  ex-  justice,  as  perfectly  immaculate  in  the 
hibit  all  the  instances  of  gross  partiality  midst  of  this  degradation  of  the  bench, 
in  the  conduct  of  the  judges.  1  must,  The  State  Trials  however  show  that  he 
therefore,  refer  my  readers  to  the  volume  was  as  partial  and  unjust  towards  the 
it<ielf,  a  standing  monument  of  the  neces-  prisoners  as  any  of  the  rest,  till  the  govern- 
sity  of  the  revolution ;  not  only  as  it  ment  thought  it  necessary  to  interfere, 
rendered  the  judges  independent  of  the  The  moment  when  the  judges  veered 
crown,  but  as  it  brought  forward  those  round,  was  on  the  trial  of  sir  George 
principles  of  equal  and  indifferent  justice,  Wakeman,  physician  to  the  queen, 
which  can  never  be  expected  to  flourish  Scroggs,  who  had  been  infamously  partial 
but  under  the  shadow  of  liberty.  against  the  prisoners  upon  every  former 
*  State  Trials,  119. 315.  344.  occasion,  now  treated  Oates  and  Bedloe 
f  Roger  North,  whose  long  account  of  as  they  deserved,  though  to  the  aggrava- 
the  popish  plot  is,  as  usual  with  him,  a  tion  of  his  own  disgrace.  State  Trials, 
medley  of  truth  and  lies,  acuteness  and  vii.  619—^86. 
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victed  by  fifty-five  peers  against  thirty-one  ;  the  earl  of  Not- 
tingham, lord-chancellory  the  duke  of  Lauderdale,  and  several 
others  of  the  administration  voting  him  guilty,  while  he  was 
acquitted  by  the  honest  HoUis  and  the  acute  Halifax.*  So 
far  was  the  belief  in  the  popish  plot,  or  the  eagerness  in 
hunting  its  victims  to  death,  from  being  confined  to  the  whig 
faction,  as  some  writers  have  been  willing  to  insinuate.  None 
had  more  contributed  to  rouse  the  national  outcry  against  the 
accused,  and  create  a  firm  persuasion  of  the  reality  of  the  plot, 
than  the  clergy  in  their  sermons,  even  the  most  respectable 
of  their  order,  Sancroft,  Sharp,  Barlow,  Burnet,  Tillotson, 
Stillingfleet ;  inferring  its  truth  from  Godfrey's  murdec  or 
Coleman's  letter,  calling  for  the  severest  laws  against  catho- 
lics, and  imputing  to  them  the  fire  of  London,  nay,  even  the 
death  of  Charles  L  t 

Though  the  duke  of  York  was  not  charged  with  partici- 
pation in  the  darkest  schemes  of  the  popish  conspirators,  it 
was  evident  that  his  succession  was  the  great  aim  of  their 
endeavours,  and  evident  also  that  he  had  been  engaged  in  the 
more  real  and  undeniable  intrigues  of  Coleman.  His  acces- 
sion to  the  throne,  long  viewed  with  just  apprehension,  now 
seemed  to  threaten  such  perils  to  every  part  of  the  constitution, 
as  ought  not  supinely  to  be  waited  for,  if  any  means  could  be 
devised  to  obviate  them.  This  gave  rise  to  the  bold 
measure  of  the  exclusion  bill,  too  bold  indeed  for  the  duke"of  Yo?k 
spirit  of  the  country,  and  the  rock  on  which  English 
liberty  was  nearly  shipwrecked.    In  the  long  parliament,  full 


*  Lords'  Jouroalsy  7th  December,  ashamed  to  condemn  Mm;  but  it  was  his 
State  Trials,  1552.  ParL  Hist.  1229.  misfortune  to  play  his  game  worst,  when 
Stafford,  though  not  a  man  of  much  he  had  the  best  cards.'*  P.  637. 
ability,  had  rendered  himself  obnoxious  j-  I  take  this  from  extracts  out  of  those 
as  a  prominent  opposer  of  all  measures  sermons,  contained  in  the  Roman  catholic 
intended  to  check  the  growth  of  popery,  pamphlet  printed  in  1687,  and  entitled 
Hb  name  appears  constantly  in  protests  Good  Advice  to  the  Pulpits.  The  pro- 
upoa  such  occasions ;  as,  for  instance,  testant  divines  did  their  cause  no  good 
March  3. 1678,  against  the  bill  for  raising  by  misrepresentation  of  their  adversaries, 
money  for  a  French  war.  Reresby  praises  and  by  their  propensity  to  rudeness  and 
his  defence  very  highly,  p.  108.  The  scurrility.  The  former  fault  indeed  ex- 
duke  of  York,  on  the  contrary,  or  his  isted  in  a  much  greater  degree  on  the 
biographer,  observes :  "  Those  who  wished  opposite  side,  but  by  no  means  the  latter. 
lord  Stafford  well,  were  of  opinion  that.  See  also  a  treatise  by  Barlow,  published 
bad  be  managed  the  advantages  which  in  1679,  entitled,  Popish  Principles  peri 
were  given  him  with  dexterity,  he  would  nicious  to  Protestant  Princes. 
have  made  the  greatest  part  of  his  judges 
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8S  it  was  of  pensioners  and  creatures  of  court  influence,  no- 
thing so  vigorous  would  have  been  successful.  Even  in  the 
bill  which  excluded  catholic  peers  from  sitting  in  the  house 
of  lords,  a  proviso,  exempting  the  duke  of  York  from  its 
operation,  having  been  sent  down  from  the  other  house. 
Parliament  passcd  bjT  a  majority  of  two  voices.*  But  the  zeal 
diMoiTed.    ^gy  giiQ^ej  against  Danby  induced  the  king  to  put 

an  end  to  this  parliament  of  seventeen  years'  duration ;  an 
event  long  ardently  desired  by  the  popular  party,  who  foresaw 
their  ascendancy  in  the  new  elections,  t  The  next  house  of 
commons  accordingly  came  together  with  an  ardour  not  yet 
quenched  by  corruption  ;  and  sdfter  reviving  the  impeachments 
commenced  by  their  predecessors,  and  carrying  a  measure 
long  in  agitation,  a  testis  which  shut  the  cathoUc  peers  out  of 

*  Pari.  Hist.  1040.  and  that  the  iiiTocation  of  sauits,  as  prae- 

f  See  Marvell's  "  Seasonable  Argument  tised  in  the  church  of  Rome,  is  idolatrous, 

to  persuade  all  the  grand  Juries  in  £ng-  The  oath  of  supremacy  was  already  taken 

land  to  petition  for  a  new  Parliament."  by  the  commons,    though    not    by  the 

He  giyes  very  bad  characters  of  the  prin-  lords ;  and  it  is  a  great  mistake  to  ima- 

cipal  members  on  the  court  dde ;  but  we  giue  that  catholics  were  legally  capable 

cannot  take  for  granted  all  that  comes  of  ritting  in  the  lower  house  before  the 

from   so   unscrupulous   a  libeller.     Sir  act  of  1679.     But  it  had  been  the  um  of 

Harbottle  Grimstone    had  first  thrown  the  long  parliament  in  1642  to  exclude 

out,  in  the  session  of  1675,  that  a  stand-  them  from  the  house  of  lords;  and  this 

ing  parliament  was  as  great  a  grievance  was  of  course  revived  with  greater  eager- 

as  a  standing  army,  and  that  an  appli-  ness,  as  the  danger  from  their  influence 

cation  ouffht  to  be  made  to  the  king  for  grew  more  apparent.  A  bill  for  this  pur- 

a  dissolution.     This  was  not  seconded;  pose  passed  the  commons  in  1675,  but 

and  met  with  much  disapprobation  from  was  thrown  ont  by  the  peers.     Journals, 

both  sides  of  the  house.       Pari.  Hist.  May  1 4.    Nov.  8.      Tt  was  bsought  in 

vii.  64.     But  the  country  party,  in  two  again  in  the  spring  of  1678.    Pari.  Hist. 

years*  time,  had  changed  their  views,  and  990.     In  the  autumn  of  the  same  year 

were  become  eager  for  a  dissolution.    An  it  was  renewed,  when  the  lords  agreed  to 

address  to  that  effect  was  moved  in  the  the  oath  of  supremacy,  but  omitted  the 

house   of  lords,   and  lost  by  only  two  declaration  against  transubstantiation,  so 

voices,  the  duke  of  York  voting  for  it  far  as  their  own  house  was  affected  by  it. 

Id.  800.     This  is  eiphuned  by  a  passage  Lords'  Journals,  Nov.  20.  1678.     "Diey 

in  Coleman's  letters,  where  that  intriguer  also  excepted  the  duke  of  York  from  the 

expresses  his  desire  to  see  parliament  operation  of  the  bill ;  which  exception 

dissolved,  in  the  hope  that  another  would  was    carried  in  the  commons  by  two 

be  more  fiivourable  to  the  toleration  of  voices.     ParL  Hist.  1040.     The  duke  of 

catholics.      This  must  mean  that  the  York  and  seven  more  lords  protested, 
dissenters  might  gain  an  advantage  over        The  violence  of  those  times  on  all  sides 

the  rigorous  church  of  England   men,  will  account  for  this  theological  declara- 

and  be  induced  to  come  into  a  general  tion  ;  but  it  is  more  difficult  to  justify 

indulgence.  its  retention  at  present     Whatever  in- 

^  This  test,  SO  Car.  2.  stat  2.,  is  the  fluence  a  belief  in  the  pope's  supremacy 

declaration    subscribed   by  members  of  may  exercise  upon  men's  politics,  it  is 

both  houses  of  parliament  on  taking  their  hard  to  see  how  the  doctrine  of  transub- 

seats,  that  there  is  no  transubstantiation  stantiation  can  directly  afiect  them ;  and 

of  the  elements  in  the  Lord's  Supper ;  surely  he  who  renounces  the  former,  can- 


Cha.  11.-1673-85.]      FROM    HENRY  VII.   TO    GEORGE  II.       127 

parliament,  went  upon  the  exclusion  bill.  Their  dissolution 
put  a  stop  to  this;  and  in  the  next  parliament  the  lords 
rejected  it.* 

The  right  of  excluding  an  unworthy  heir  from  the  succes- 
sion was  supported  not  only  by  the  plain  and  fundamental 
principles  of  civil  society,  which  establish  the  interest  of  the 
people  to  be  the  paramount  object  of  political  institutions,  but 
by  those  of  the  English  constitution.  It  had  always  been  the 
better  opinion  among  lawyers,  that  the  reigning  king  with 
consent  of  parliament  was  competent  to  make  any  changes  in 
the  inheritance  of  the  crown ;  and  this,  besides  the  acts  passed 
under  Henry  VIII.  empowering  him  to  name  his  successor, 
was  expressly  enacted,  with  heavy  penalties  against  such  as 
should  contradict  it,  in  the  thirteenth  year  of  Elizabeth.  The 
contrary  doctrine  indeed,  if  pressed  to  its  legitimate  conse- 
quences, would  have  shaken  all  the  statutes  that  limit  the 
prerogative ;  since,  if  the  analogy  of  entails  in  private  inherit- 
ances were  to  be  resorted  to,  and  the  existing  legislature 
should  be  supposed  incompetent  to  alter  the  line  of  succession, 
they  could  as  little  impair  as  they  could  alienate,  the  inde- 
feasible rights  of  the  heir ;  nor  could  he  be  bound  by  restric- 
tions to  which  he  had  never  given  his  assent.  It  seemed 
strange  to  maintain  that  the  parliament  could  reduce  a  future 
king  of  England  to  the  condition  of  a  doge  of  Venice,  by 
shackling  and  taking  away  his  authority,  aivd  yet  could  not 
divest  him  of  a  title  which  they  could  render  little  better  than 

ngfi  be  very  dangerous  on  account  of  his  to  certain  superstitions,  countenanced  or 

adherence  to  the  latter.     Nor  is  it  less  not  eradicated  by  their  clergy.     I  have 

extraordinary   to  demand,  from  any  of  sometimes  thought  that  the  legislator  of 

those  who  usually  compose  a  house  of  a  great  nation  sets  off  oddly  by  solemnly 

commons,  the  assertion  that  the  practice  profetsing    theological    pomtions   about 

of  the  church  of  Rome  in  the  invocation  which  he  knows  nothing,  and  swearing 

of  saints  is  idolatrous ;  since,  even  on  the  to  the  possession  of  property  which  he 

hypothesis  that  a  country  gentleman  has  does  not  enjoy.  [I8S7.] 

a  clear  notion  of  what  b  meant  by  idol-  *  The  second  reading  of  the  exclusion 

atry,  he  is,  in  many  cases,  wholly  out  of  bill  was  carried.  May  21.  1679,  by  207 

the  way  of  knowing  what  the  church  of  to  1 28.  The  debates  are  in  Parliamentary 

Rome,  or  any  of  its  members,  believe  or  History,  1125,  et  post     In  the  next  par- 

praetise.     The   invocation  of  saints,  as  liament  it  was  carried  without  a  division. 

held  and  explained  by  that  church  in  the  Sir  Leoline  Jenkins  alone  seems  to  have 

council  of  Trent,  is  surely  not  idolatrous,  taken  the  high  ground,  that  **  parliament 

with  whatever  error  it  may  be  charged ;  cannot  disinherit  the  heir  of  the  crown ; 

but  the  practice  at  least  of  uneducated  and  that,  if  such  an  act  should  pass,  it 

Roman  catholics  seems  fully  to  justify  would  be  invalid  in  itself."    Id.  1191. 
the  declaration  ;  understanding  it  to  refer 
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a  mockery.  Those  accordingly  who  disputed  ihe  legislative 
omnipotence  of  parliament  did  not  hesitate  to  assert  that 
statutes  infringing  the  prerogative  were  null  of  themselves. 
With  the  court  lawyers  conspired  the  clergy,  who  pretended 
these  matters  of  high  policy  and  constitutional  law  to  be  within 
their  province,  and,  with  hardly  an  exception,  took  a  zealous 
part  against  the  exclusion.  It  was  indeed  a  measure  repug* 
nant  to  the  common  prejudices  of  mankind ;  who,  without 
entering  on  the  abstract  competency  of  parliament,  are  natu* 
rally  accustomed  in  an  hereditary  monarchy  to  consider  the 
next  heir  as  possessed  of  a  right,  which,  except  through 
necessity,  or  notorious  criminality,  cannot  be  justly  divested. 
The  mere  profession  of  a  religion  different  from  the  esta- 
blished, does  not  seem,  abstractedly  considered,  an  adequate 
ground  for  unsettling  the  regular  order  of  inheritance.  Yet 
such  was  the  narrow  bigotry  of  the  sixteenth  and  seventeenth 
centuries,  which  died  away  almost  entirely  among  protestants 
in  the  next,  that  even  the  trifling  differences  between  Lutherans 
and  Calvinists  had  frequently  led  to  alternate  persecutions  in 
the  German  states,  as  a  prince  of  one  or  the  other  denomi- 
nation happened  to  assume  the  government.  And  the  Romish 
religion,  in  particular,  was  in  that  age  of  so  restless  and  ma* 
lignant  a  character,  that  unless  the  power  of  the  crown  should 
be  far  more  strictly  limited  than  had  hitherto  been  the  case, 
there  must  be  q,  very  serious  danger  from  any  sovereign  of 
that  faith ;  and  the  letters  of  Coleman,  as  well  as  other  evi- 
dences, made  it  manifest  that  the  duke  of  York  was  engaged 
in  a  scheme  of  general  conversion,  which,  from  his  arbitrary 
temper  and  the  impossibility  of  succeeding  by  fair  means,  it 
was  just  to  apprehend,  must  involve  the  subversion  of  all  civil 
liberty.  Still  this  was  not  distinctly  perceived  by  persons  at 
a  distance  from  the  scene,  imbued,  as  most  of  the  gentry 
were,  with  the  principles  of  the  old  cavaliers,  and  those  which 
the  church  had  inculcated.  The  king,  though  hated  by  the 
dissenters,  retained  much  of  the  affections  of  that  party,  who 
forgave  the  vices  they  deplored,  to  his  father's  memory  and 
his  personal  afl&bility.  It  appeared  harsh  and  disloyal  to 
force  his  consent  to  the  exclusion  of  a  brother  in  whom  he 
saw  no  crime,  and  to  an^oid  which  he  offered  every  possible 
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expedient.*  There  will  always  be  found  in  the  people  of 
England  a  strong  unwillingness  to  force  the  reluctance  of 
their  sovereign — a  latent  feeling,  of  which  parties  in  the  heat 
of  their  triumphs  are  seldom  aware,  because  it  does  not  dis- 
play itself  until  the  moment  of  re-action.  And  although,  in 
the  less  settled  times  before  the  revolution,  this  personal 
loyalty  was  highly  dangerous,  and  may  still,  no  doubt,  some- 
times break  out  so  as  to  frustrate  objects  of  high  import  to 
the  public  weal,  it  is  on  the  whole  a  salutary  temper  for  the 
conservation  of  the  monarchy,  which  may  require  such  a 
barrier  against  the  encroachments  of  factions  and  the  fervid 
passions  of  the  multitude. 

The  bill  of  exclusion  was  drawn  with  as  much  regard  to 
Ae  inheritance  of  the  duke  of  York's  daughters  as  scheme,  of 
they  could  reasonably  demand,  or  as  any  lawyer  aJld^MSi"/'^ 
engaged  for  them  could  have  shown  ;  though  some-  "**"**'• 
thing  different  seems  to  be  insinuated  by  Burnet.  It  pro- 
vided that  the  imperial  crown  of  England  should  descend  to 
and  be  enjoyed  by  such  person  or  persons  successively  during 
the  life  of  the  duke  of  York,  as  should  have  inherited  or  en- 
joyed  the  same  in  case  he  were  naturally  dead.  If  the  princess 
of  Orange  was  not  expressly  named,  (which,  the  bishop  tells 
us,  gave  a  jealousy,  as  though  it  were  intended  to  keep  that 
matter  still  undetermined,)  this  silence  was  evidently  justified 
by  the  possible  contingency  of  the  birth  of  a  son  to  the  duke, 
whose  right  there  was  no  intention  in  the  framers  of  the  bill 
to  defeat.  But  a  large  part  of  the  opposition  had  imfortu- 
nately  other  objects  in  view.  It  had  been  the  great  error  of 
those  who  withstood  the  arbitrary  counsels  of  Charles  II.  to 
have  admitted  into  their  closest  confidence,  and  in  a  consider- 
able degree  to  the  management  of  their  party,  a  man  so  desti- 
tute of  all  honest  principle  as  the  earl  of  Shaftesbury.  Under 
his  contaminating  influence,  their  passions  became  more  un- 
tractable,  their  connexions  more  seditious  and  democratical, 
their  schemes  more  revolutionary;  and  they  broke  away 
more  and  more  from  the  line  of  national  opinion,  till  a  fatal 

*  While  the  exclusion  bill  was  passing  it  should  come  up ;  telling  them,  at  the 

the  commons,  the  king  took  the  pains  to  same  time,  let  what  would  happen,  he 

speak  himself  to  almost  every  lord,  to  would  never  suffer  such  a  villanous  bill 

dissuade  him  from  assenting  to  it  when  to  pass.     Life  of  James,  553. 
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re-action  involved  themselves  in  ruin,  and  exposed  the  cause 
of  public  liberty  to  its  most  imminent  peril.  The  countenance 
and  support  of  Shaftesbury  brought  forward  that  unconsti- 
tutional and  most  impolitic  scheme  of  the  duke  of  Mon- 
mouth's succession.  There  could  hardly  be  a  greater  insult 
to  a  nation  used  to  respect  its  hereditary  line  of  kings»  than 
to  set  up  the  bastard  of  a  prostitute,  without  the  least  pre-* 
tence  of  personal  excellence  or  public  services,  against  a 
princess  of  known  virtue  and  attachment  to  the  protestant 
religion.  And  the  effrontery  of  this  attempt  was  aggravated 
by  the  libels  eagerly  circulated  to  dupe  the  credulous  populace 
into  a  belief  of  Monmouth's  legitimacy.  The  weak  young 
man,  lured  on  to  destruction  by  the  arts  of  intriguers  and  the 
applause  of  the  multitude,  gave  just  offence  to  sober-minded 
patriots,  who  knew  where  the  true  hopes  of  public  liberty 
were  anchored,  by  a  kind  of  triumphal  procession  through 
parts  of  the  country,  and  by  other  indications  of  a  presump- 
tuous ambition.* 

*  Ralph,  p.  498.     The  atrocious  libel,  concealed  in  a  black  box,  had  lately  been 

entitled,  <*  An  Appeal  from  the  Country  current ;  and  the  former  had  taken  pains 

to  the   City,*'  published  in  1679»   and  to  expose  its  fiUsehood  by  a  public  exa- 

usually  ascribed  to    Ferguson,  (though  mination  of  the  gentleman  whose  name 

said  in  Biogr.  Brit.  art.  L* Estrange,  to  be  had  been  made  use  of.     This  artful  tract 

written  by  Charles  Blount,)  was  almost  is   intended  to   keep   up   the  belief  of 

sufficient  of  itself  to  excuse  the  return  of  Monmouth's  legitimacy,  and  even  to  graft 

public  opinion  towards  the  throne.   State  it  on  the  undeniable  falsehood  of  that 

Tracts,  temp.  Car.  II.;  Ralph,  L  476.;  tale;  as  if  it  had  been  purposely  fiibri- 

Parl.  Hist.  iv.  Appendix.     The  king  is  cated  to  delude  the  people,  by  setting 

personally  struck  at  in  this  tract  with  the  them  on  a  wrong  scent.    See  also  another 

utmost  fury ;  the  queen  is  called  Agrip-  libel  of  the  same  class,  p.  1 97. 
pina,  in  allusion  to  the  infamous  charges         Though  Monmouth's  illegitimacy  is 

of  Oates ;  Monmouth  is  held  up  as  the  past  all  question,  it  has  been  observed  by 

hope  of  the  country.     "  He  will  stand  Harris,  that  the  princess  of  Orange,  in 

by  you,  therefore  you  ought  to  stand  by  writing  to  her  brother  about  Mrs.  Waters, 

him.  He  who  hath  the  worst  title  always  in   1 655,  twice  names  her  as  his  wife. 

makes  the  best  king."     One  Harris  was  Thurloe,   i.    665.,   quoted    in    Harris's 

tried  for  publishing  this  pamphlet.    The  Lives,  iv.  168.      But  though  this  was  a 

jury  at  first  found  him  guilty  of  selling*;  scandalous    indecency   on   her  part,    it 

an  equivocal  verdict,  by  which  they  pro-  proves  no  more  than  that  Charles,*  like 

bably  meant  to  deny,  or  at  least  to  dis-  other  young  men  in  the  heat  of  passion, 

claim,  any  assertion  of  the  libellous  cha-  was  foolish  enough  to  give  that  appella- 

racter  of  the  publication.     But  Scroggs  tion  to  his  mistress ;  and  that  his  sister 

telling  them  it  was  their  province  to  say  humoured  him  in  it. 
guilty  or  not  guilty,  they  returned  a  ver-         Sidney   mentions  a  strange  piece  of 

diet  of  guilty.     State  Trials,  vii.  925.  Monmouth's    presumption.      When   he 

Another  arrow  dipped  in  the  same  went  to  dine  with  the  city  in  October, 

poison  was  a  "  Letter  to  a  Person  of  1680,  it  was  remarked  that  the  bar,  by 

Honour   concerning    the    Black    Box.'*  which  the  heralds  denote  iUegitimacy, 

Somers  Tracts,  viii.  189.     The  story  of  had  been  taken  off  the  royal  arms  on  bit 

a  contract  of  marriage  between  the  king  coach.     Letters  to  Saville,  p.  54. 
and  Mrs.  Waters,  Monmouth's  mother. 
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If  any  apology  can  be  made  for  the  encouragement  given 
by  some  of  the  whig  party  (for  it  was  by  no  means  general) 
to  the  pretensions  of  Monmouth,  it  must  be  found  in  their 
knowledge  of  the  king's  affection  for  him,  which  furnished  a 
hope  that  he  might  more  easily  be  brought  in  to  the  exclusion 
of  his  brother  for  the  sake  of  so  beloved  a  child  than  for  the 
prince  of  Orange.  And  doubtless  there  was  a  period  when 
Charles's  acquiescence  in  the  exclusion  did  not  appear  so  un* 
attainable  as,  from  his  subsequent  line  of  behaviour,  we  are 
apt  to  consider  it.  It  appears  from  the  recently  published 
life  of  James,  that  in  the  autumn  of  1680  the  embarrassment 
of  the  king's  situation,  and  the  influence  of  the  duchess  of 
Portsmouth,  who  had  gone  over  to  the  exclusionists,  made 
him  seriously  deliberate  on  abandoning  his  brother.*  umteadineu 
"Whether  from  natural  instability  of  judgment,  from  °'"»«^°»- 
the  steady  adherence  of  France  to  the  duke  of  York,  or  from 
observing  the  great  strength  of  the  tory  party  in  the  house  of 
lords,  where  the  bill  was  rejected  by  a  majority  of  63  to  30, 
he  soon  returned  to  his  former  disposition.  It  was  long 
however  before  he  treated  James  with  perfect  cordiality.  Con- 
scious of  his  own  insincerity  in  religion,  which  the  duke's 
bold  avowal  of  an  obnoxious  creed  seemed  to  reproach,  he 
was  provoked  at  bearing  so  much  of  the  odium,  and  incurring 
so  many  of  the  difficulties,  which  attended  a  profession  that 
he  had  not  ventured  to  make.  He  told  Hyde,  before  the 
dissolution  of  the  parliament  of  1680,  that  it  would  not  be  in 
his  power  to  protect  his  brother  any  longer,  if  he  did  not 
conform  and  go  to  church.t  Hyde  lumself,  and  the  duke's 
other  friends,  had  never  ceased  to  urge  him  on  this  subject. 
Their  importunity  was  renewed  by  the  king's  order,  even 
after  the  dissolution  of  the  Oxford  parliament;  and  it  seems 
to  have  been  the  firm  persuasion  of  most  about  the  court  that 
he  could  only  be  preserved  by  conformity  to  the  protestant 

*  Life  of  Jama,  592.  et  post     Com-  not    appear    in  the  protest  signed   by 

pare  Dalrjmple,  p.  265.  et  post.     Baril-  twenty-five  peers ;   though  that  of  the 

Ion  was  eridently  of  opinion  that  the  privy  seal,   Lord  Anglesea,  does.     The 

king  would  finally  abandon  his  brother,  duchess  of  Portsmouth  sat  near  the  com- 

Sunderland  Joined  the  duchess  of  Ports-  mons  at  Stafford's  trial,  **  dispensing  her 

mouth,  and  was  one  of  the  thirty  peers  sweetmeats   and  gracious  looks  among 

who  voted  for  the  bill  in  November,  lt>80.  them."     P.  638. 
James  diarges  Godolphin  also  with  de-        f  Life  of  James,  p.  657. 
serting  him,  p.  615.     But  bis  name  does 
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religion.  He  justly  apprehended  the  consequences  of  a  re- 
fusal ;  but,  inflexibly  conscientious  on  this  point,  he  braved 
whatever  might  arise  from  the  timidity  or  disaffection  of  the 
ministers  and  the  selfish  fickleness  of  the  king. 

In  the  apprehensions  excited  by  the  king's  unsteadiness 
and  the  defection  of  the  duchess  of  Portsmouth,  he  deemed 
his  fortuness  so  much  in  jeopardy,  as  to  have  resolved  on  ex- 
citing a  civil  war,  rather  than  yield  to  the  exclusion.  He  had 
already  told  Barillon  that  the  royal  authority  could  be  re- 
established by  no  other  means.*  The  episcopal  party  in 
Scotland  had  gone  such  lengths  that  they  could  hardly  be 
safe  under  any  other  king.  The  catholics  of  Elngland  were 
of  course  devoted  to  him.  With  the  help  of  these  he  hoped 
to  show  himself  so  formidable  that  Charles  would  find  it  his 
interest  to  quit  that  cowardly  line  of  politics,  to  which  he  was 
sacrificing  his  honour  and  affections.  Louis,  never  insensible 
to  any  occasion  of  rendering  England  weak  and  miserable, 
directed  his  ambassador  to  encourage  the  duke  in  this  guilty 
project  with  the  promise  of  assistance.t  It  seems  to  have 
been  prevented  by  the  wisdom  or  public  spirit  of  Churchill, 
who  pointed  out  to  Barillon  the  absurdity  of  supposing  that 
the  duke  could  stand  by  himself  in  Scotland.  This  scheme 
of  lighting  up  the  flames  of  civil  war  in  three  kingdoms,  for 
James's  private  advantage,  deserves  to  be  more  remarked 
than  it  has  hitherto  been  at  a  time  when  his  apologists  seem 
to  have  become  numerous.  If  the  designs  of  Russell  and 
Sidney  for  the  preservation  of  their  country's  liberty  are 
blamed  as  rash  and  unjustifiable,  what  name  shall  we  give  to 
the  project  of  maintaining  the  pretensions  of  an  individual  by 
means  of  rebellion  and  general  bloodshed  ? 

It  is  well  known  that  those  who  took  a  concern  in  the 
maintenance  of  religion  and  liberty,  were  much  divided  as 
to  the  best  expedients  for  securing  them ;  some,  who  thought 
the  exclusion  too  violent,  dangerous,  or  impracticable,  pre- 
ferring the  enactment  of  limitations  on  the  prerogatives  of 
a  catholic  king.     This  had  begun  in  fact  from  the  court, 


*  II  est  persuade  que  rautorit^royale  ne  se  peut  r^tiblir  en  Angleterre  que  par 
une  (guerre  civile.  Aug.  19.  1680.     Dalrymple,  265. 
f  Dalrymple,  277.     Nov.  1680. 
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who  passed  a  bill  through  the  house  of  lords  in  1677>  foi* 
the  security,  as  it  was  styled,  of  the  protestant  religion. 
This  provided  that  a  declaration  and  oath  against  transub- 
stantiation  should  be  tendered  to  every  king  within  fourteen 
days  after  his  accession ;  that,  on  his  refusal  to  take  it,  the 
ecclesiastical  benefices  in  the  gift  of  the  crown  should  vest  in 
the  bishops,  except  that  the  king  should  name  to  every 
vacant  see  one  out  of  three  persons  proposed  to  him  by  the 
bishops  of  the  province.  It  enacted  also,  that  the  children 
of  a  king  refusing  such  a  test  should  be  educated  by  the 
archbishop  and  two  or  three  more  prelates.  This  bill  dropped 
in  the  commons;  and  Marvell  speaks  of  it  as  an  insidious 
stratagem  of  the  ministry.*  It  is  more  easy,  however,  to 
give  hard  names  to  a  measure  originating  with  an  obnoxious 
government,  than  to  prove  that  it  did  not  afford  a  consider- 
able security  to  the  established  church,  and  impose  a  very 
remarkable  limitation  on  the  prerogative.  But  the  opposition 
in  the  house  of  commons  had  probably  conceived  their  scheme 
of  exclusion,  and  would  not  hearken  to  any  compromise. 
As  soon  as  the  exclusion  became  the  topic  of  open  discussion, 
the  king  repeatedly  offered  to  grant  every  security  that  could 
be  demanded  consistently  with  the  lineal  succession.  Hollis, 
Halifax,  and  for  a  time  Essex,  as  well  as  several 
eminent  men  in  the  lower  house,  were  in  favour  of  to  avoid^e 
limitations,  t  But  those  which  they  intended  to  in-  ^^  °"' 
sist  upon,  were  such  encroachments  on  the  constitutional 
authority  of  the  crown,  that,  except  a  title  and  revenue, 
which  Charles  thought  more  valuable  than  all  the  rest,  a 
popish  king  would  enjoy  no  one  attribute  of  royalty.  The 
king  himself,  on  the  30th  of  April,  1679)  before  the  heats 

*  Marrell's   Growth    of  Popery,   in  this  bill,  not  all  of  them  from  the  same 

Stale   Tracts,    temp.    Car.    II.    p.    98.  motives,  as  may  be  collected  from  their 

ParL   Hist.   853.     The  second  reading  names.     Lords'  Journals,  13th  and  15th 

was  carried  by   127   to  88.      Serjeant  March,  1679. 

Maynard,  who  was  probably  not  in  the  f  Lords  Russell  and  Cavendish,   sir 

secrets  of  his  party,  seems  to  have  been  W.  Coventry,  and  sir  Thomas  Littleton, 

surprised  at  their  opposition.     An  objec*  seem  to  have  been  in  favour  of  limit- 

tion  with  Marvell,  and  not  by  any  means  ations.    Lord  J.  Russell,  p.  42.     Ralph, 

a  bad  one,  would  have  been  that  the  446.     Sidney's  Letters,  p.  32.     Temple 

children  of  the  royal  fiimily  were  to  be  and   Shaftesbury,   for  opposite  reasons, 

consigned  for  education  to  the  sole  go-  stood  alone  in  the  council  against  the 

vemment  of  bishops.    The  duke  of  York,  scheme  of  limitations.     Temple's   Me- 

and  thirteen  other  peers,  protested  against  moirs. 
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on  the  subject  had  become  so  violent  as  they  were  the  next 
year,  offered  not  only  to  secure  all  ecclesiastical  preferments 
from  the  control  of  a  popish  successor,  but  to  provide  that 
the  parliament  in  being  at  a  demise  of  the  crown,  or  the 
last  that  had  been  dissolved,  should  immediately  sit  and  be 
indissoluble  for  a  certain  time ;  that  none  of  the  privy  coun- 
cil, nor  judges,  lord-lieutenant,  deputy-lieutenant,  nor  officer 
of  the  navy,  should  be  appointed  during  the  reign  of  a  catholic 
king,  without  consent  of  parliament.  He  offered  at  the  same 
time  most  readily  to  consent  to  any  further  provision  that  could 
occur  to  the  wisdom  of  parliament,  for  the  security  of  religion 
and  liberty  consistently  with  the  right  of  succession.     Hali- 
fax, the  eloquent  and  successful  opponent  of  the  exclusion, 
was  the  avowed  champion  of  limitations.     It  was  proposed, 
in  addition  to  these  offers  of  the  king,  that  the  duke,  in 
case  of    his    accession,    should  have  no  negative  voice  on 
bills ;  that  he  should  dispose  of  no  civil  or  military  posts 
without  the  consent  of  parliament;  that  a  council  of  forty- 
one,  nominated  by  the  two  houses,  should  sit  permanently 
during  the  recess  or  interval  of  parliament,  witifi  power  of 
appointing  to  all  vacant  offices,  subject  to   the   future  ap- 
probation of  the  lords  and  commons.*     These  extraordinary 
innovations  would,  at  least  for  the  time,  have  changed  our 
constitution  into  a  republic;    and  justly  appeared  to  many 
persons  more  revolutionary  than  an  alteration  in  the  course 
of  succession.     The  duke  of  York  looked  on  them  with  dis- 
may; Charles  indeed  privately  declared  that  he  would  never 
consent  to  such  infringements  of  the  prerogative,  t     It  is 
not  however  easy  to  perceive  how  he  could  have  escaped 
from  the  necessity  of  adhering  to  his  own  propositions,  if  the 
house  of  commons  would  have  relinquished  the  bill  of  ex- 
clusion.    The  prince  of  Orange,  who  was  doubtless  in  secret 
not  averse  to  the  latter  measure,  declared  strongly  against 
the  plan  of  restrictions,  which  a  protestant  successor  might 
not  find  it  practicable  to  shake  off.     Another  expedient,  still 
more  ruinous  to  James  than  that  of  limitations,  was  what 
the  court  itself  suggested  in  the  Oxford  parliament,  that,  the 

*  Commons*  Journals,  83d  Nov.  1680,        t  LUeof  James,  634. 671.  Dalrymple, 
8th  Jan.  1681.  p.  307. 
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duke  retaining  the  title  of  king,  a  regent  should  be  ap- 
pointedy  in  the  person  of  the  princess  of  Orange,  with  all 
the  royal  prerogatives ;  nay,  diat  the  duke,  with  his  pa- 
geant crown  on  his  head,  should  be  banished  from  England 
during  his  life.  *  This  proposition,  which  is  a  great  fa- 
vourite with  Burnet,  appears  liable  to  the  same  objections  as 
were  justly  urged  against  a  similar  scheme  at  the  revolution. 
It  was  certain  that  in  either  case  James  would  attempt  to 
obtain  possession  of  power  by  force  of  arms;  and  the  law 
of  Eaigland  would  not  treat  very  favourably  those  who  should 
resist  an  acknowledged  king  in  his  natural  capacity,  while 
the  statute  of  Henry  YII.  would,  legally  speaking,  afford  a 
security  to  the  adherents  of  a  de  facto  sovereign. 

Upon  the  whole,  it  is  very  unlikely,  when  we  look  at  the 
general  spirit  and  temper  of  the  nation,  its  predilection  for 
the  ancient  laws,  its  dread  of  commonwealth  and  fanatical 
principles,  the  tendency  of  the  upper  ranks  to  intrigue  and 
corruption,  the  influence  and  activity  of  the  church,  the  bold 
counsels  and  haughty  disposition  of  James  himself,  that 
either  the  exclusion,  or  such  extensive  limitations  as  were 
suggested  in  lieu  of  it,  could  have  been  carried  into  effect 
with  much  hope  of  a  durable  settlement.  It  would,  I  should 
oonceive,  have  been  practicable  to  secure  the  independence  of 
the  judges,  to  exclude  unnecessary  placemen  and  notorious 
pensioners  from  the  house  of  commons,  to  render  the  distri- 
bution of  money  among  its  members  penal,  to  remove  from 
the  protestant  dissenters,  by  a  full  toleration,  all  temptation 
to  favour  the  court,  and,  above  all,  to  put  down  the  standing 
army.  Though  none  perhaps  of  these  provisions  would  have 
prevented  the  attempts  of  this  and  the  next  reign  to  introduce 
arbitrary  power,  they  would  have  rendered  them  still  more 
grossly  illegal ;  and,  above  all,  they  would  have  saved  that 


•  Dalrymple,  p.  301.     Life  of  James,  xner  scheme.     Reresby  says,  p.  19.,  con- 

660.  671.      The  duke  gaTe  himself  up  finned  by  Pari.  Hist.  132.,  it  was  sup- 

for  lost  when  be  heard  of  the  clause  in  ported  by  sir  Thomas  Littleton,  who  is 

the  king's  speech  declaring  his  readiness  said  to  have  been  originally  against  the 

to  hearken  to  any  expedient  but  the  ex-  bill  of  exclusion,  as  well  as  sir  William 

elusion.     Birch  and  Hampden,  he  says,  Coventry.     Sidney's  Letters,  p.  32.     It 

were  in  favour  of  this;  but  Fitsharris's  was    opposed    by    Jones,    Winnington, 

boainesB  set  the  house  in  a  flame,  and  Booth,  and,  if  the  Parliamentary  History 

detenmned  them  to  persist  in  their  for-  be  right,  by  Hampden  and  Birch. 

K  4 
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unhappy  revolution  of  popular   sentiment  which   gave   the 
court  encouragement  and  temporary  success. 

It  was  in  die  year  1679  that  the  words  Whig  and  Tory 

were  first  heard  in  their  application  to  English  fac* 
whira^d  tions ;  and,  though  as  senseless  as  any  cant  terms  that 

could  be  devised,  they  became  instandy  as  familiar 
in  use  as  they  have  since  continued.  There  were  dien  indeed 
questions  in  agitation,  which  rendered  the  disdnction  more 
broad  and  intelligible  than  it  has  generally  been  in  later 
times.  One  of  these,  and  the  most  important,  was  the  bill 
of  exclusion  ;  in  which,  as  it  was  usually  debated,  the  repub- 
lican principle,  that  all  positive  institutions  of  society  are  in 
order  to  the  general  good,  came  into  collision  with  that  of 
monarchy,  which  rests  on  the  maintenance  of  a  royal  line,  as 
either  the  end,  or  at  least  the  necessary  means,  of  lawful 
government.  But,  as  the  exclusion  was  confessedly  among 
those  extraordinary  measures,  to  which  men  of  tory  prin- 
ciples are  sometimes  compelled  to  resort  in  great  emergen- 
cies, and  which  no  rational  whig  espouses  at  any  other  time, 
we  shall  better  perhaps  discern  the  formation  of  these  grand 
political  sects  in  the  petitions  for  the  sitting  of  parliament,  and 
in  the  counter  addresses  of  the  opposite  party. 

In  the  spring  of  1679>  Charles  established  a  new  privy 
New  coun-  couucil,  by  the  advice  of  sir  William  Temple,  con- 
by  Iw^wL  sisting  in  great  part  of  those  eminent  men  in  both 
ii.m  Temple,  y^ouses  of  parliament,  who  had  been  most  prominent 
in  their  opposition  to  the  late  ministry.*  He  publicly  de- 
clared his  resolution  to  govern  entirely  by  the  advice  of  this 
council  and  that  of  parliament.  The  duke  of  York  was  kept 
in  what  seemed  a  sort  of  exile  at  Brussels. t     But  the  just 

*  Temple's  Memoirs.     He  says  their  any  new  counsellor,  without  their  consent, 

revenues  in  land  or  offices  amounted  to  But  the  extreme  disadvantage  of  the  po- 

SQO»00(V.  per  annum;  whereas  those  of  sition  in  which  this  placed  the  crown, 

the  house  of  commons  seldom  exceeded  rendered  it  absolutely  certain  that  it  was 

400,0002.     The  king  objected  much  to  not  swbmitted  to  with  sincerity.     LdMiy 

admitting  Halifax;  but  himself  proposed  Portsmouth  told  Barillon,  the  new  mi- 

Shaftesbury,     much    against     Temple*s  nistry  was  formed  in  order  to  get  money 

wishes.     The  funds  in  Holland  rose  on  from  parliament     Another  motive,  no 

the  news.     Barillon  was  displeased,  and  doubt,  was  to  prevent  the  exclusion  bilL 

said  it  was  making  *<  des  ^tats,  et  non  f  Life  of  James,  558.     On  the  king's 

des  conseils;  "  which  was  not  without  sudden  illness,  Aug.  22. 1679,  the  ruling 

weight,  for  the  king  had  declared   he  ministers,  Halifax,  Sunderland,  and  £s- 

would  take  no  measure,  nor  even  choose  sex,  alarmed  at  the  anarchy  which  might 
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suspicion  attached  to  the  king's  character  prevented  the  com- 
mons from  placing  much  confidence  in  this  new  ministry; 
and,  as  frequently  happens,  abated  their  esteem  for  those 
who,  with  the  purest  intentions,  had  gone  into  the  council.* 
They  had  soon  cause  to  perceive  that  their  distrust  had  not 
been  excessive.  The  ministers  were  constantly  beaten  in  the 
house  of  lords ;  an  almost  certain  test,  in  our  government,  of 
the  court's  insincerity.t  The  parliament  was  first  pro- 
rogued, then  dissolved ;  against  the  advice,  in  the  latter 
instance,  of  the  majority  of  that  council  by  whom  the'  king 
had  pledged  himself  to  be  directed.  A  new  parlia-  i^„g  p^ 
men^  after  being  summoned  to  meet  in  October,  ^uf^l' 
1679*  was  prorogued  for  a  twelvemonth  without 
the  avowed  concurrence  of  any  member  of  the  council. 
Lord  Russell,  and  others  of  the  honester  party,  withdrew 
from  a  board  where  their  presence  was  only  asked  in  mockery 
or  deceit ;  and  the  whole  specious  scheme  of  Temple  came 
to  nothing  before  the  conclusion  of  the  year  which  had  seen 
it  displayed,  t  Its  author,  chagrined  at  the  disappointment 
of  his  patriotism  and  his  vani^,  has  sought  the  causes  of 
failure  in  the  folly  of  Monmouth  and  perverseness  of 
Shaftesbury.  He  was  not  aware,  at  least  in  their  frill  ex- 
tent, of  the  king's  intrigues  at  this  period.  Charles,  who 
had  been  induced  to  take  those  whom  he  most  disliked  into 


come  on  his  death,  of  which  Shaftesbury  themselves,  I  believe  they  will  have  the 

and  Monmouth  would  profit,  sent  over  management  of  almost  all  business,  and 

for  the  duke ;  but  soon  endeavoured  to  may  bring  much  honour  to  themselves 

make  bim  go  into  Scotland ;  and,  after  a  and  good  to  our  nation.**  April  21.  1679. 

struggle  against  the  king*s  tricks  to  out-  But  he  writes  afterwards,  Sept.  8.,  that 

wit  tbem,  succeeded  in  this  object     Id.  Hali&x  and  Essex  were  become   very 

p.  570.  et  post  unpopular,  p.  50.    <*  The  bare  being  pre- 

*  Temple.    Reresby,  p.  89.    '*  So  true  ferred,**8ays  secretary  Coventry,  **maketh 

it  is,"  he  says,  **  that  there  is  no  wearing  some  of  them  suspected,  though  not  cri- 

the  court  and  country  livery  together."  minal.**    Lord  J.  Russeirs  Life  of  Lord 

Thus  also  Algernon  Sidney,  in  his  letters  Russell,  p.  90. 

to  Saville,  p.  16. — **  The  king  certainly  f  See  the  protests  in  1679,  passim. 

inclines  not  to  be  so  stiff  as  formerly  in  |  Templets  Memoirs.     Life  of  James, 

advaneing  only  those  that  exalt  preroga-  581.  [An  article  in  the  London  Gazette, 

five;  but  the  earl  of  Eiisex,  and  some  Jan.  30.  1680,  is  rather  amusing.  **This 

others  that  are  coming  into  play  there-  evening  the  lord  Russell,  the  lord  Ca- 

upooy  cannot  avoid  being  suspected  of  vendish,  sir  Henry  Capel,  and  Mr.Powle, 

having   intentions  different   from  what  prayed  his  Migesty  to  give  them  leave  to 

they  have  hitherto  professed.**     He  as-  withdraw  from  the  council >board.     To 

cribed  the  change  of  ministry  at  this  time  which  his  Majesty  was  pleased  to  answer : 

to  Sunderland.     •*  If  he  and  two  more  <  With  all  his  heart.*  ** — 1845.] 
[Essex  and  Halifax]  can  well  agree  among 
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his  council,  with  the  hope  of  obtaining  money  from  parlia- 
ment, or  of  parrying  the  exclusion  bill,  and  had  consented  to 
the  duke  of  York's  quitting  England,  found  himself  en- 
thralled by  ministers  whom  he  could  neither  corrupt  nor 
deceive ;  Essex,  the  firm  and  temperate  friend  of  constitu- 
tional liberty  in  power  as  he  had  been  out  of  it,  and  Halifax, 
not  yet  led  away  by  ambition  or  resentment  from  the  cause 
he  never  ceased  to  approve.  He  had  recourse  therefore  to 
his  accustomed  refuge,  and  humbly  implored  the  aid  of  Louis 
against  his  own  council  and  parliament.  He  conjured  his 
patron  not  to  lose  this  opportunity  of  making  England  for 
ever  dependent  upon  France.  These  are  his  own  words, 
such  at  least  as  Barillon  attributes  to  him.*  In  pursuance 
of  this  overture,  a  secret  treaty  was  negotiated  between  the 
two  kings ;  whereby,  after  a  long  haggling,  Charles,  for  a 
pension  of  1,000,000  livres  annually  during  three  years, 
obliged  himself  not  to  assemble  parliament  during  that  time. 
This  negotiation  was  broken  off,  through  the  apprehensions 
of  Hyde  and  Sunderland,  who  had  been  concerned  in  it,  about 
the  end  of  November,  1679>  before  the  long  prorogation 
which  is  announced  in  the  Gazette  by  a  proclamation  of 
December  11th.  But,  the  resolution  having  been  already 
taken  not  to  permit  the  meeting  of  parliament,  Charles  per- 
sisted in  it  as  the  only  means  of  escaping  the  bill  of  exclusion, 
even  when  deprived  of  the  pecuniary  assistance  to  which  he 
had  trusted. 

Though  the  king's  behaviour  on  this  occasion  exposed  the 
fallacy  of  all  projects  for  reconciliation  with  the  house  of 
commons,  it  was  very  well  calculated  for  his  own  ends  ;  nor 
was  there  any  part  of  his  reign  wherein  he  acted  with  so 
much  prudence,  as  from  this  time  to  the  dissolution  of  the 
Oxford  parliament.  The  scheme  concerted  by  his  adversa- 
ries, and  already  put  in  operation,  of  pouring  in  petitions 
from  every  part  of  the  kingdom  for  the  meeting  of  parlia- 
ment, he  checked  in  the  outset  by  a  proclamation,  artfully 
drawn  up  by  chief-justice  North ;  which,  while  it  kept  clear 
of  any  thing  so  palpably  unconstitutional  as  a  prohibition  of 
petitions,  served  the  purpose  of  manifesting  the  king's  dislike 

•  Dalrymple,  pp.  230.  237. 
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to  them,  and  encouraged  the  magistrates  to  treat  all  attempts 
that  way  as  seditious  and  illegal,  while  it  drew  over  the 
neutral  and  lukewarm  to  the  safer  and  stronger  side.*  Then 
were  first  ranged  against  each  other  the  hosts  of  Whig  and 
Tory,  under  their  banners  of  liberty  or  loyalty ;  each  zealous, 
at  least  in  profession,  to  maintain  die  established  constitution, 
but  the  one  seeking  its  security  by  new  maxims  of  govern- 
ment, the  other  by  an  adherence  to  the  old.t  It  must  be  ad- 
mitted that  petitions  to  the  king  from  bodies  of  his  Petitiomand 
subjects,  intended  to  advise  or  influence  him  in  the  ^'*''^*^ 
exercise  of  his  undoubted  prerogatives,  such  as  the  time  of 
calling  parliament  together,  faimliar  as  they  may  now  have 
become,  had  no  precedent,  except  one  in  the  dark  year  1640, 
and  were  repugnant  to  the  ancient  principles  of  our  monarchy. 
The  cardinal  maxim  of  Toryism  is,  that  the  king  ought  to 
exercise  all  his  lawful  prerogatives  without  the  interference, 
or  unsolicited  advice,  even  of  parliament,  much  less  of  the 
people.  These  novel  efforts  therefore  were  met  by  addresses 
from  most  of  the  grand  juries,  from  the  magistrates  at  quarter 
sessions,  and  from  many  corporations,  expressing  not  merely 
their  entire  confidence  in  the  king,  but  their  abhorrence  of 
the  petitions  for  the  assembling  of  parliament ;  a  term  which, 
having  been  casually  used  in  one  address,  became  the  watch- 
word of  the  whole  party,  t  Some  allowance  must  be  made 
for  the  exertions  made  by  the  court,  especially  through  the 
judges  of  assize,  whose  charges  to  grand  juries  were  always 
of  a  political  nature.  Yet  there  can  be  no  doubt  that  the 
strength  of  the  tories  manifested  itself  beyond  expectation. 
Sluggish  and  silent  in  its  fields,  like  the  animal  which  it  has 
taken  for  its  type,  the  deep-rooted  loyalty  of  the  English 
gentry  to  the  crown  may  escape  a  superficial  observer,  till 
some  circumstance  calls  forth  an  indignant  and  furious  energy. 


*  See  Roger  North's  account  of  this  origioftted  in  Scotland  in  1 648,  and  was 

eoart  stratagem.      Examen  of  Kennet,  given  to  those  violent  covenanters,  who 

546.     The  proclamation  itself,  however,  opposed  the  duke  of  Hamilton's  inva- 

in  the  Gaaette,  1 2th  Dec  1679>  is  more  sion  of  England,   in  order  to  restore 

stfooglj  worded  than  we  should  expect  Charles   I.     Somers   TVacts,   viii.   349. 

from  North's  account  of  it,  and  is  by  no  Tory  was  a  similar  nickname  for  some 

means  limited  to  twmJtuimt  petitions.  of  the  wild  Irish  in  Ulster. — 1845.] 

t  [The  name  of  Whig,  meaning  sour         \  London  Gazettes  of  1680,  passmi. 
milky  as  is  well  known,  is  said  to  have 
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The  temper  shown  in  1680  was  not  according  to  what  the 
late  elections  would  have  led  men  to  expect,  not  even  to  that 
of  the  next  elections  for  the  parliament  at  Oxford.  A  large 
majority  returned  on  both  these  occasions,  and  that  in  the 
principal  counties  as  much  as  in  corporate  towns,  were  of  the 
whig  principle.  It  appears  that  the  ardent  zeal  against  popery 
in  the  smaller  freeholders  must  have  overpowered  the  natural 
influence  of  the  superior  classes.  The  middling  and  lower 
orders,  particularly  in  towns,  were  clamorous  against  the  duke 
of  York  and  the  evil  counsellors  of  the  crown.  But  with  the 
country  gentlemen,  popery  was  scarce  a  more  odious  word 
than  fanaticism ;  the  memory  of  the  late  reign  and  of  the 
usurpation  was  still  recent,  and  in  the  violence  of  the  com- 
mons, in  the  insolence  of  Monmouth  and  Shaftesbury,  in  the 
bold  assaults  upon  hereditary  right,  they  saw  a  faint  image 
of  that  confusion  which  had  once  impoverished  and  humbled 
them.  Meanwhile  the  king's  dissimulation  was  quite  suffi- 
cient for  these  simple  loyalists  ;  the  very  delusion  of  the  popish 
plot  raised  his  name  for  religion  in  their  eyes,  since  his  death 
was  the  declared  aim  of  the  conspirators  ;  nor  did  he  fail  to 
keep  alive  this  favourable  prejudice  by  letting  that  imposture 
take  its  course,  and  by  enforcing  the  execution  of  the  penal 
laws  against  some  unfortunate  priests.* 

It  is  among  the  great  advantages  of  a  court  in  its  conten- 
tion with  the  asserters  of  popular  privileges,  that  it 

violence  of  -  .  *    *    i     i»  i7  i- 

the  com.  can  cmploy  a  circumspect  and  dissemblmg  policy, 
which  is  never  found  on  the  opposite  side.  The 
demagogues  of  faction,  or  the  aristocratic  leaders  of  a  nume- 
rous assembly,  even  if  they  do  not  feel  the  influence  of  the 
passions  they  excite,  which  is  rarely  the  case,  are  urged 
onwards  by  their  headstrong  followers,  and  would  both  lay 
themselves  open  to  the  suspicion  of  unfaithfulness  and  damp 
the  spirit  of  their  party,  by  a  wary  and  temperate  course  of 
proceeding.  Yet  that  incautious  violence,  to  which  ill-judging 
men  are  tempted  by  the  possession  of  power,  must  in  every 


*  David  Lewis  was  executed  at  Usk  more  severe  and  unjust  towards  th^ 

for  saying  mass,  Aug.  27.  1679.     State  unfortunatementhan  Scroggs.  ThekiDg, 

Trials,  vii.  256.     Other  instances  occur  as  his  brother  tells  us,  came  unwillingly 

in  the  same  volume  ;  see  especially  pp.  into  these  severities  to  prevent  worK. 

811.  839.  849.  857.       Femberton'  was  Life  of  James,  583. 
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case,  and  especially  where  the  power  itself  is  deemed  an 
usurpation,  cast  them  headlong.     This  was  the  fatal  error  of 
that  house  of  commons  which  met  in  October,  1680  ;  and  to 
this  the  king's  triumph  may  chiefly  be  ascribed.     The  ad- 
dresses declaratory  of  abhorrence  of  petitions  for  the  meeting 
of  parliament  were  doubtless  intemperate  with  respect  to  the 
petitioners ;  but  it  was  preposterous  to  treat  them  as  viola- 
tions of  privilege.     A  few  precedents,  and  those  in  times  of 
much  heat  and  irregularity,  could  not  justify  so  flagrant  an 
encroachment  on  the  rights  of  the  private  subject,  as  the 
commitments  of  men  for  a  declaration  so  little  affecting  the 
constitutional  rights  and  functions  of  parliament.*     The  ex- 
pulsion of  Withens,  their  own  member,  for  promoting  one  of 
these  addresses,  though  a  violent  measure,  came  in  point  of 
law  within  their  acknowledged  authority,  t     But  it  was  by 
no  means  a  generally  received  opinion  in  that  age,  that  the 
house  of  commons  had  an  unbounded  jurisdiction,  directly  or 
indirectly,  over  their  constituents.    The  lawyers,  being  chiefly 
on  the  side  of  prerogative,  inclined  at  least  to  limit  very 
greatly  this  alleged  power  of  commitment  for  breach  of  pri- 
vilege or  contempt  of  the  house.     It  had  very  rarely,  in  fact, 
been  exerted,  except  in  cases  of  serving  legal  process  on 
members  or  other  molestation,  before  the  long  parliament  of 
Charles  I. ;  a  time  absolutely  discredited  by  one  party,  and 
confessed  by  every  reasonable  man  to  be  full  of  innovation 
and  violence.     That  the  commons  had  no  right  of  judicature 
Mras  admitted ;  was  it  compatible,  many  might  urge,  to  prin-* 
ciples  of  reason  and  justice,  that  they  could,  merely  by  using 
the  words  contempt  or  breach  of  privilege  in  a  warrant,  de- 
prive the  subject  of  that  liberty  which  the  recent  statute  of 
Habeas  Corpus  had  secured  against  the  highest  ministers  of 
the  crown?     Yet  one  Thompson,  a  clergyman  at  Bristol, 
having  preached  some  virulent  sermons,  wherein  he  had 
traduced  the  memory  of  Hampden  for  refusing  the  payment 
of  ship-money,  and  spoken  disrespectfully  of  queen  Elizabeth, 
as  well  as  insulted  those  who  petitioned  for  the  sitting  of 


*  Journals,  pasMiiL    North's  Ezaraen,     when  they  actually  seated  sir  William 
377.  561.  Waller  in]  Withens's  place  for  Westmin- 

I  They  went  a  little  too  far  however    ster.     Ralph,  514. 
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parliament,  was  sent  for  in  custody  of  the  serjeant  to  answer 
at  the  bar  for  his  high  misdemeanor  against  die  privileges  of 
that  house ;  and  was  afterwards  compelled  to  find  security  for 
his  forthcoming  to  answer  to  an  impeachment  voted  against 
him  on  these  strange  charges.*  Many  others  were  brought 
to  the  bar,  not  only  for  the  crime  of  abhorrence,  but  for 
alleged  misdemeanors  still  less  affecting  the  privileges  of 
parliament,  such  as  remissness  in  searching  for  papists. 
Sir  Robert  Cann,  of  Bristol,  was  sent  for  in  custody  of  the 
serjeant-at-arms,  for  publicly  declaring  that  there  was  no 
popish,  but  only  a  presbyterian  plot*  A  general  panic 
mingled  with  indignation,  was  diffused  through  the  coimtry, 
till  one  Stawell,  a  gentleman  of  Devonshire,  had  the  courage 
to  refuse  compliance  with  the  speaker's  warrant;  and  the 
commons,  who  hesitated  at  such  a  time  to  risk  an  appeal  to 
the  ordinary  magistrates,  were  compelled  to  let  this  con- 
tumacy go  unpunished.  If  indeed  we  might  believe  the 
journals  of  the  house,  Stawell  was  actually  in  custody  of  the 
seijeant,  though  allowed  a  month's  time  on  account  of  sick- 
ness. This  was  most  probably  a  subterfuge  to  conceal  the 
truth  of  the  case,  t 

These  encroachments  under  the  name  of  privilege  were 
exactly  in  the  spirit  of  the  long  parliament,  and  revived  too 
forcibly  the  recollection  of  that  awful  period.  It  was  com- 
monly in  men's  mouths,  that  1641  was  come  about  again. 
There  appeared  indeed  for  several  months  a  very  imminent 
danger  of  civil  war.  I  have  already  mentioned  die  projects 
of  the  duke  of  York,  in  case  his  brother  had  given  way  to 
the  exclusion  bill.  There  could  be  little  reason  to  doubt  that 
many  of  the  opposite  leaders  were  ready  to  try  the  question 
by  arms.  Reresby  has  related  a  conversation  he  had  with 
lord  Halifax  immediately  after  the  rejection  of  the  bill,  which 
shows  the  expectation  of  that  able  statesman,  that  the  differ- 
ences about  the  succession  would  end  in  civil  war.t  The  just 
abhorrence  good  men  entertain  for  such  a  calamity  excites 
their  indignation  against  those  who  conspicuously  bring  it 

*  Journalg,  Dec.  24.  1680.  ation,  that  the  court  party  were  not  od\j 

f  Pari.  Hist  i.  174.  the  most  numerous,  but  the  most  actxre 

I  Reresby's  Memoirs,  106.  Lord  Ha-  and  wealthy  part  of  the  nation, 
lifax  and  he  agreed,  he  says,  on  consider- 
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on.  Andy  however  desirous  some  of  the  court  might  be  to 
strengthen  the  prerogative  by  quelling  a  premature  rebellion, 
the  commons  were,  in  the  eyes  of  the  nation,  far  more  pro- 
minent in  accelerating  so  terrible  a  crisis.  Their  votes  in  the 
session  of  November,  1680,  were  marked  by  the  most  ex- 
travagant factiousness.*  Their  conduct  in  the  short  oxibni  par- 
parliament  held  at  Oxford  in  March,  1681,  served  "*"*°*- 
still  more  to  alienate  the  peaceable  part  of  the  community. 
That  session  of  eight  i&ys  was  marked  by  the  rejection  of  a 
proposal  to  veal  all  effective  power  during  the  duke  of  York's 
life  in  a  regent,  which,  as  has  been  already  observed,  was  by 
no  means  a  secure  measure,  and  by  a  much  less  justifiable 
attempt  to  screen  the  author  of  a  treasonable  libel  from 
punishment  under  the  pretext  of  impeaching  him  at  the  bar 
of  the  upper  house.  It  seems  difficult  not  to  suspect  that 
the  secret  instigations  of  Barillon,  and  even  his  gold,  had 
considerable  influence  on  some  of  those  who  swayed  the 
votes  of  this  parliament. 

Though  the  impeachment  of  Fitzharris,  to  which  I  have 
just  aUuded,  was  in  itself  a  mere  work  of  temporary  impeach- 
faction,  it  brought  into  discussion  a  considerable  ques-  ^mmonerB 
tion  in  our  constitutional  law,  which  deserves  notice,  ^n!tfu!^" 
both  on  account  of  its  importance,  and  because  a 
popular  writer  has  advanced  an  untenable  proposition  on  the 
subject.    The  commons  impeached  this  man  of  high  ntsharrb 
treason.     The  lords  voted,  that  he  should  be  pro-  '"p***^*""*- 
oeeded  against  at  common  law.     It  was  resolved,  in  conse- 
quence, by  the  lower  house,  **  that  it  is  the  undoubted  right 
of  die  commons  in  parhament  assembled,  to  impeach  before 
the  lords  in  parliament  any  peer  or  commoner  for  treason, 
or  any  other  crime  or  misdemeanor :  and  that  the  refusal  of 

*  It  was  carried  by  219  to  95  (1 7th  vised  the  king  not  to  pass  the  bill  of  ex- 

NoT.),  to  address  the  king  to  remove  lord  elusion.     7th  Jan.  1680.     They  resolved 

Halifiix  iroin  his  councils  and  presence  unanimously  (10th  Jan.),  that  it  is  the 

lor  ever.     They  resolved,  nem.  con.,  that  opinion  of  this  house,  that  the  city  of 

no  member  of  that  house  should  accept  London  was  burnt  in  the  year  1666  by 

of  any  oiBee  or  place  of  profit  from  the  the  papists,  designing  thereby  to  intro- 

crown,  or  any  promise  of  one,  during  such  duce  popery  and  arbitrary  power  into  this 

time  as  be  should  continue  a  member ;  kingdom.       They  were   going  on  with 

and  that  all  offenders  herein  should  be  more  resolutions  in  the  same  spirit,  when 

expelled.     30th  Dec.     They  passed  r^  the  usher  of  the  black  rod  appeared  to 

solutions  against  a  number  of  persons  by  prorogue  them.     ParL  Hist, 
name,  whom  they  suspected  to  have  ad- 
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the  lords  to  proceed  in  parliament  upon  such  impeachment 
is  a  denial  of  justice,  and  a  violation  of  the  constitution  of 
parliament."  *  It  seems  indeed  difficult  to  justify  the  de* 
termination  of  the  lords.  Certainly  the  declaration  in  the 
case  of  sir  Simon  de  Bereford,  who,  having  been  accused  by 
the  king,  in  the  fourth  year  of  Edward  III.  before  the  lords, 
of  participating  in  the  treason  of  Roger  Mortimer,  that  noble 
assembly  protested,  *^  with  the  assent  of  the  king  in  full  par- 
liament, that  albeit  they  had  taken  upon  them,  as  judges  of 
the  parliament  in  the  presence  of  the  king,  to  render  judg- 
ment, yet  the  peers,  who  then  were  or  should  be  in  time  to 
come,  were  not  bound  to  render  judgment  upon  others  than 
peers,  nor  had  power  to  do  so ;  and  that  the  said  judgment 
thus  rendered  should  never  be  drawn  to  example  or  conse- 
quence in  time  to  come,  whereby  the  said  peers  of  the  land 
might  be  charged  to  judge  others  than  their  peers,  contrary 
to  the  laws  of  the  land ;''  certainly,  I  say,  this  declaration, 
even  if  it  amounted  to  a  statute,  concerning  which  there  has 
been  some  question  t,  was  not  necessarily  to  be  interpreted 
as  applicable  to  impeachments  at  the  suit  of  the  commons, 
wherein  the  king  is  no  ways  a  party.  There  were  several 
precedents  in  the  reign  of  Richard  II.  of  such  impeachments 
for  treason.  There  had  been  more  than  one  in  that  of 
Charles  I.  The  objection  indeed  was  so  novel,  that  chief- 
justice  Scroggs,  having  been  impeached  for  treason  in  the 
last  parliament,  though  he  applied  to  be  admitted  to  bail,  had 
never  insisted  on  so  decisive  a  plea  to  the  jurisdiction.  And 
if  the  doctrine,  adopted  by  the  lords,  were  to  be  carried  to  its 
just  consequences,  all  impeachment  of  commoners  must  be  at 
an  end ;  for  no  distinction  is  taken  in  the  above  declaration 
as  to  Bereford  between  treason  and  misdemeanor.  The  peers 
had  indeed  lost,  except  during  the  session  of  parliament,  their 
ancient  privilege  in  cases  of  misdemeanor,  and  were  subject 
to  the  verdict  of  a  jury ;  but  the  principle  was  exactly  the 
same,  and  the  right  of  judging  commoners  upon  impeach- 


*  Commons*  Journals,  March  26. 1681.  it  was  one  ;  arguing,  I  suppose,  from  the 

f  Pari.    Hist.    ii.  54.       Lord    Hale  words  **  in  ftill  parliament,**  which  hare 

doubted   whether  this  were  a  statute,  been  held  to  imply  the  presence  and  as- 

But  the  judges,  in  1689f  on  being  con-  sent  of  the  commons, 
suited  by  the  lords,  inclined  to  think  that 
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ment  for  corruption  or  embezzlement,  which  no  one  called  in 
question,  was  as  much  an  exception  from  the  ordinary  rules 
of  law  as  in  the  more  rare  case  of  high  treason.  It  is  hardly 
necessary  to  observe,  that  the  29th  section  of  Magna  Chartl^ 
which  estabUshes  the  right  of  trial  by  jury,  is  by  its  express 
language  solely  applicable  to  the  suits  of  the  crown. 

This  very  dangerous  and  apparently  unfounded  theory, 
broached  upon  the  occasion  of  Fitzharris's  impeachment  by 
the  earl  of  Nottingham,  never  obtained  reception  ;  and  was 
rather  intimated  than  avowed  in  the  vote  of  the  lords,  that  he 
should  be  proceeded  against  at  common  law.  But  after  the 
revolution,  the  commons  having  impeached  sir  Adam  Blair 
and  some  others  of  high  treason,  a  committee  was  appointed 
to  search  for  precedents  on  this  subject ;  and  after  full  de- 
liberation, the  house  of  lords  came  to  a  resolution,  that  they 
would  proceed  on  the  impeachments.*  The  inadvertent 
position  therefore  of  Blackstonet,  that  a  commoner  cannot 
be  impeached  for  high  treason,  is  not  only  difficult  to  be  sup* 
ported  upon  ancient  authorities,  but  contrary  to  the  latest 
determination  of  the  supreme  tribunal. 

No  satisfactory  elucidation  of  the  strange  libel  for  which 
Ktzharris  suffered  death  has  yet  been  afforded,  proceed- 
Tbere  is  much  probabiUty  in  the  supposition  that  sh?ft%u?r 
it  was  written  at  the  desire  of  some  in  the  court,  "^  couega 
in  order  to  cast  odium  on  their  adversaries ;  a  very  common 
stratagem  of  unscrupulous  partisans,  t  It  caused  an  im- 
pression unfavourable  to  the  whigs  in  the  nation.  The  court 
made  a  dexterous  use  of  that  extreme  credulity,  which  has 
been  supposed  characteristic  of  the  English,  though  it  be- 
longs at  least  equally  to  every  other  people.  They  seized  into 
their  hands  the  very  engines  of  delusion  that  had  been  turned 
against  them.  Those  perjured  witnesses,  whom  Shaftesbury 
had  hallooed  on  through  all  the  infamy  of  the  popish  plot, 
were  now  arrayed  in  the  same  court  to  swear  treason  and 


*  Hataeirs    Precedents,  iv.  54.,  and  harris  was  an  Irish  papist,  who  had  evi- 

Appendiz,  S47.     State  Trials,  viii.  236.,  dently   had    interviews  with   the  king 

and  ziL  1218.  through  lady  Portsmouth.  One  Hawkins, 

f  Commentaries,  toL  ir.  c.  1 9.  afterwards  made  dean  of  Chichester  ibr 

X  Ralph,  564.  et  post     State  Trials,  his  pains,  published  a  narrative  of  this 

823.427.    North's  Ezamen,  274.    Fits-  case  full  of  falsehoods. 

VOL.  li.  L 
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conspiracy  against  him.*  Though  he  escaped  by  the  reso- 
luteness  of  his  grand  jury,  who  refused  to  find  a  bill  of 
indictment  on  testimony  which  they  professed  themselves  to 
disbelieve,  and  which  was  probably  false ;  yet  this  extraordi- 
nary  deviation  from  the  usual  practice  did  harm  rather  than 
otherwise  to  the  general  cause  of  his  faction.  The  judges 
had  taken  care  that  the  witnesses  should  be  examined  in  open 
court,  so  that  the  jury's  partiality,  should  they  reject  such 
positive  testimony,  might  become  glaring.  Doubdess  it  is, 
in  ordinary  cases,  the  duty  of  a  grand  juror  to  find  a  bill 
upon  the  direct  testimony  of  witnesses,  where  they  do  not 
contradict  themselves  or  each  other,  and  where  their  evidence 
is  not  palpably  incredible  or  contrary  to  his  own  knowledge*! 
The  oath  of  that  inquest  is  forgotten,  either  where  they  ren- 
der themselves,  as  seems  too  often  the  case,  the  mere  conduits 
pipes  of  accusation,  putting  a  prisoner  in  jeopardy  upon  such 
slender  evidence  as  does  not  call  upon  him  for  a  defence  ;  or 
where,  as  we  have  sometimes  known  in  political  causes,  they 
frustrate!  the  ends  of  justice  by  rejecting  indictments  whidi 
are  fully  substantiated  by  testimony.  Whether  the  grand 
jury  of  London,  in  their  celebrated  ignoramus  on  the  indict- 
ment preferred  against  Shaftesbury,  had  sufficient  grounds 
for  their  incredulity,  I  will  not  pretend  to  determine,  t  There 

*  State  Trials,  viii.  759.  Roger  North*8  G>leiiiaD*s  papers,  GocUrey*8  murder,  and 

remark  on  this  is  worthy  of  him :  **  hay-  a  thousand  other  pregnant  circumstances, 

ing  sworn  &lse,  as  it  is  manifest  some  did  which   makes   the   case  much  diflferent 

before  to  one  purpose,  it  is  more  likely  from  that  when  people,  of  very  suspected 

they  swore  true  to  the  contrary.  *'     £xa-  credit,  swear  the  grossest  improbabilities.** 

men,  p.  117.     And  sir  Robert  Sawyer *s  But  the  same  witness,  it  is  urged,  had 

observation   to   the   same  effect  is  also  lately  been  believed  against  the  papists, 

worthy  of  him.    On  Collegers  trial,  Oates,  "  What  I  then,"  replies  the  advocate  of 

in  his  examination  for  the  prisoner,  said,  Shaftesbury,  **  may  not  a  man  be  very 

that  Turberville  had  changed  sides;  Saw-  honest  and  credible  at  one  time,  and  six 

yer,  as  counsel  for  the  crown,  answered,  months  after,  by  necessity,  subornation, 

*'  Dr.   Oates,   Mr.   Turberville  has  not  malice,  or  twenty  ways,  become  a  iioto- 

cbanged  sides,  you  have ;  he  is  still  a  rious  villain  ?  ** 

witness  fbr  the  king,  you  are  against  him.**  f  The  true  question  for  a  grand  juror 

State  Trials,  yiii.  639.                ^  to  ask  himself  seems  to  be  this;  Is  tiie 

The  opposite  party  were  a  little  per-  evidence  such  as  that,  if  the  prisoner  can 

plexed  by  the  necessity  of  reftiting  tes-  prove  nothing  to  the  contrary,  be  ought 

timony  they  had   relied   upon.       In  a  to  be  convicted  ?     However,  where  any 

dialogue,  entitled  Ignoramus  Vindicated,  considerable  doubt  exists  as  to  this,  as  a 

it   is   asked,  why  were   Dr.  Oates  and  petty  juror  ought  to  acquit,  so  a  grand 

others  believed  against  the  papists  ?  and  juror  ought  to  find  the  indictment 

the  best  answer  tiie  case  admits  is  given :  ^  Roger  North   and  the  prerogative 

•<  Because  his  and  their  testimony  was  writers  in  general,  speak  of  this  inquest 

backed  by  that  undeniable  evidence  of  as  a  scandolous  piece  of  perjury,  enough 
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W8S  probably  no  one  man  among  them,  ^oo  had  not  impli- 
citly swallowed  the  tales  of  the  same  witnesses  in  the  trials 
for  the  plot«  The  nation  however  in  general,  less  bigoted, 
or  at  least  more  honest  in  their  bigotry,  than  those  London 
citizens,  was  staggered  by  so  many  depositions  to  a  traitor- 
oils  conspiracy,  in  those  who  had  pretended  an  excessive 
loyalty  to  the  king's  person,*  Men  unaccustomed  to  courts 
of  justice  are  naturally  prone  to  give  credit  to  the  positive 
oaths  of  v^tnesses.  They  were  still  more  persuaded,  when,  as 
in  the  trial  of  G>llege  at  Oxford,  they  saw  this  testimony  sus- 
tained by  the  approbation  of  a  judge  (and  that  judge  a  decent 
person  who  gave  no  scandal),  and  confirmed  by  the  verdict 
of  a  jury.  Tlie  gross  iniquity  practised  towards  the  prisoner 
in  that  trial  was  not  so  generally  bruited  as  his  conviction.t 
There  is  in  England  a  remarkable  confidence  in  our  judicial 
proceedings,  in  part  derived  from  their  publicity,  and  partly 
from  the  indiscriminate  manner  in  which  jurors  are  usually 
summoned.  It  must  be  owned  that  the  administration  of 
the  two  last  Stuarts  was  calculated  to  show  how  easily  this 
confiding  temper  might  be  the  dupe  of  an  insidious  am- 
bition. 

to  justify  the  meMiires  toon  afterwards  provement  on  the  odit  dammUog,  They 
taken  against  the  citj.  But  Ralph,  who,  rejoiced  however  much  more,  as  he  owns, 
at  this  period  of  history,  u  very  impar-  at  the  ignoramus,  p.  714. 
tial,  aeems  to  think  the  jury  warranted  f  See  College's  case  in  State  Trialsb 
by  the  absurdity  of  the  depositions.  It  is  viiL  549. ;  and  Hawles*s  remarks  on  it, 
to  be  remembmd  that  the  petty  juries  723.  Ralph,  626.  It  is  one  of  the  worst 
bad  shown  tbemaeWes  liable  to  intimida-  pieces  of  judicial  iniquitythat  we  find  in 
tioo,  and  that  the  bench  was  sold  to  the  the  whole  collection.  The  written  in- 
eonrt.  In  modem  times,  such  an  igno-  struetions  he  had  given  to  his  counsel 
ramus  could  hardly  ever  be  justified,  before  the  trial  were  taken  away  from 
There  »  strong  reason  to  believe,  that  the  him,  in  order  to  learn  the  grounds  of  his 
eonrt  had  leeoune  to  subornation  of  evi-  defence.  North  and  Jones,  the  judges 
denoe  against  Shaftesbury.  Ralph,  140.  before  whom  he  was  tried,  afforded  him 
et  post.  And  the  witnesses  were  chiefly  no  protection.  But  besides  this,  even  if 
low  Irishmen,  in  whom  he  was  not  likely  the  witnesses  had  been  credible,  it  does 
to  have  placed  confidence.  As  to  the  not  appear  to  me  that  the  fiusts  amounted 
association  faund  among  Shaftesbury's  to  treason.  Roger  North  outdoes  him- 
papers,  it  was  not  signed  by  himself,  nor,  self  in  his  justificati<m  of  the  proceedings 
as  I  eonoeive,  treasonable,  only  binding  on  this  triaL  Ezamen,  p.  587.  What 
the  associators  to  oppose  the  duke  of  would  this  nuin  have  been  in  power, 
York,  in  case  of  his  coming  to  the  crown,  when  he  writes  thus  in  a  sort  of  pro- 
State  Triab,  viii.  786.  See  also  827.  and  scription  twenty  years  after  the  revolu- 
835.  tion  !  But  in  justice  it  should  be  ob- 
*  If  we  may  believe  James  II.,  the  served,  that  his  portraits  of  North  and 
popnlaee  booted  Shaftesbury  when  he  Jones,  Id.  512.  and  517.,  are  excellent 
sent  to  the  Tower.  Macpherson,  124.  specimens  of  his  inimitable  talent  for 
of  James,  688.     This  was  an  im-  Dutch  painting. 
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•  The  king's  declaration  of  the  reasons  that  induced  him 
Triumph  of  to  dissolve  the  last  parliament^  being  a  manifesto 
^^  ^""^  against  the  late  majority  of  the  house  of  commons, 
was  read  in  all  churches.  The  clergy  scarcely  waited  for 
this  pretext  to  take  a  zealous  part  for  the  crown.  Every 
one  knows  their  influence  over  the  nation  in  any  cause  which 
they  make  their  own.  They  seemed  to  change  the  war  against 
liberty  into  a  crusade.  They  re-echoed  from  every  pulpit  the 
strain  of  passive  obedience,  of  indefeasible  hereditary  right, 
of  the  divine  origin  and  patriarchal  descent  of  monarchy. 
Now  began  again  the  loyal  addresses,  more  numerous  and 
ardent  than  in  the  last  year,  which  overspread  the  pages  of 
the  London  Gazette  for  many  months.  These  effusions  stig- 
matize the  measures  of  the  three  last  parliaments,  dwelling 
especially  on  their  arbitrary  illegal  votes  against  the  personal 
liberty  of  the  subject.  Their  language  is  of  course  not 
alike ;  yet  amidst  all  the  ebullitions  of  triumphant  loyalty,  it 
is  easy  in  many  of  them  to  perceive  a  lurking  distrust  of  the 
majesty  to  which  they  did  homage,  insinuated  to  the  reader 
in  the  marked  satisfaction  with  which  they  allude  to .  the 
king's  promise  of  calling  frequent  parliaments  and  of  govern- 
ing by  the  laws.* 

The  whigs,  meantime,  so  late  in  the  heyday  of  their  pride, 
lay,  like  the  fallen  angels,  prostrate  upon  the  fiery  lake.  The 
scoffs  and  gibes  of  libellers,  who  had  trembled  before  the  re- 
solutions of  the  commons,  were  showered  upon  their  heads. 
They  had  to  fear,  what  was  much  worse  than  the  insults  of 
these  vermin,  the  perjuries  of  mercenary  informers  suborned 
by  their  enemies  to  charge  false  conspiracies  against  them, 
and  sure  of  countenance  from  the  contaminated  benches  of 
justice.  The  court,  with  an  artful  policy,  though  with  de- 
testable wickedness,  secured  itself  against  its  only  great  dan- 
ger, the  suspicion  of  popery,  by  the  sacrifice  of  Plunket,  the 
titular  archbishop  of  Dublin.t     The  execution  of  this  worthy 

*  London    Gazette,     1681,    passim,  are  exactly  high  tory  addresses,  and  no- 
Ralph,  592.,  has  spoken  too  strongly  of  thing  more. 

their  servility,  as  if  they  showed  a  dis-  f  State  Trials,  viii.  447.    Chief-justice 

position  to  give  up  altogether  every  right  Pemberton,  by  whom  he  was  tried,  bad 

and  privilege  to  the  crown.     This  may  strong  prejudices   against    the    papists, 

be  true  in  a  very  few  instances,  but  is  though  well  enough  disposed  to  serve  the 

by  no  means  their  general  tenor..    They  court  in  some  respects. 
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and  innocent  person  cannot  be  said  to  have  been  extorted 
from  the  king  in  a  time  of  great  difficulty,  like  that  of  lord 
Stafford.  He  was  coolly  and  deliberately  permitted  to  suffer 
death,  lest  the  current  of  loyalty,  still  sensitive  and  suspicious 
upon  the  account  of  religion,  might  be  somewhat  checked 
in  its  course.  Yet  those  who  heap  the  epithets  of  merci-* 
less,  inhuman,  sanguinary,  on  the  whig  party  for  the  im- 
peachment of  lord  Stafford,  in  whose  guilt  they  fully  believed, 
seldom  mention,  without  the  characteristic  distinction  of 
"good-natured,*'  that  sovereign,  who  permitted  the  execu- 
tion of  Plunket,  of  whose  innocence  he  was  assured.* 

The  hostility  of  the  city  of  London,  and  of  several  other 
towns,  towards  the  court,   degenerating  no  doubt 
into  a  factious  and  indecent  violence,  sawe  a  pretext  the  charter  of 

-         ,  ,  -IT      iM  London,  and 

tor  the  most  €iangerous  aggression  on  public  liberty  ^{^^ 
that  occurred  in  the  present  reign.     The  power  of 
the  democracy  in  that  age  resided  chiefly  in  the  corporations. 
These  returned,  exclusively  or  principally,  a  majority  of  the 
representatives  of  the  commons*     So  long  as  they  should  be 
actuated  by  that  ardent  spirit  of  protestantism  and  liberty 


*  The  king,  James  says  in  1679»  was  here  notice  that  lord  John  Russell,  in  a 
eonTinoed  of  the  fiilaehood  of  the  plot,  passage  deserving  very  high  praise,  has 
**  while  the  seeming  necessity  of  his  shown  rather  too  much  candour  in  cen- 
afiairs  made  this  unfortunate  prince,  for  suring  his  ancestor  (p.  140.)  on  account 
80  be  may  well  be  termed  in  this  con-  of  the  support  he  gave  (if  in  &ct  he  did 
juncture,  think  he  could  not  be  safe  but  so,  for  the  evidence  seems  weak)  to  the 
by  consenting  every  day  to  the  execution  objection  raised  by  the  sheriffs,  Bethell 
of  those  he  knew  in  his  heart  to  be  and  Coniish,  with  respect  to  the  mode  of 
most  innocent ;  and  as  for  that  notion  of  Stafford's  execution.  The  king  having 
letting  the  law  take  its  course,  it  was  remitted  all  the  sentence  except  the  be- 
such  a  piece  of  casuistry  as  had  been  heading,  these  magistrates  thought  fit  to 
fiital  to  the  king  his  fiftther,**  &c.  562.  If  consult  the  house  of  commons.  Hume 
this  was  blamable  in  1679,  how  much  talks  of  Russeirs  seconding  this  **  bar- 
more  in  1681  ?  barous  scruple,**  as  he  calls  it,  and  im- 

Temple  relates,  that  having  objected  putes  it  to  faction.     But,  notwithstand- 

to  leaving  some  priests  to  the  law,  as  the  ing  the  epithet^  it  is  certain  that  the  only 

bouse  of  commons  had  desired  in  1679,  question  was  between  death  by  the  cord 

Hali&z  said  he  would  tell  every  one  he  and  the  axe ;  and  if  Stafford  had  been 

was  a  papist,  if  he  did  not  concur ;  and  guilty,  Us  lord  Russell  was  convinced,  of 

that  the  plot  must  b^  treated  as  if  it  were  a  most  atrocious  treason,  he  could  not 

true^  whether  it  was  so  or  not :  p.  339.  deserve   to    be    spared    the  more  igno- 

(f4^  edit.)    A  vile  maxim  Indeed !  But  minious    punisliment.       The    truth    is, 

ss  HalifiuL  had  never  showed  any  want  which  seems  to  have  escaped  both  these 

of  candour  or  humanity,  and  voted  lord  writers,  that  if  the  king  could  remit  a 

Stafford  not  guilty  next  year,  we  may  part  of  the  sentence  upon  a  parliamentary 

doubt  whether  Temple  has  represented  impeachment,  it  might  considerably  affect 

this  quite  exactly.  the  question  whether  he  could  not  grant 

In  reference  to  lord  Stafford,  I  will  a  paitlon,  which  the  commons  had  denied. 
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which  prevailed  in  the  middling  classes,  there  was  little  pro- 
spect of  obtaining  a  parliament  that  would  co-operate  with  the 
Stuart  scheme  of  government.  The  administration  of  justice 
was  very  much  in  the  hands  of  their  magistrates  ;  especially 
in  Middlesex,  where  all  juries  are  returned  by  die  city 
sheriffs.  It  was  suggested  therefore  by  some  crafty  lawyers 
that  a  judgment  of  forfeiture  obtained  against  the  corpora- 
tion of  London  would  not  only  demolish  that  citadel  of  inso- 
lent rebels,  but  intimidate  the  rest  of  England  by  so  striking 
an  example.  True  it  was,  that  no  precedent  could  be  found 
for  the  forfeiture  of  corporate  privileges.  But  general  rea^ 
soning  was  to  serve  instead  of  precedents ;  and  there  was  a 
considerable  analogy  in  the  surrenders  of  the  abbeys  under 
Henry  VII  [.,  if  much  authority  could  be  allowed  to  that 
transaction.  An  information,  as  it  is  caUed,  quo  warranto, 
was  accordingly  brought  into  the  court  of  king's  bench 
against  the  corporation.  Two  acts  of  the  common  councfl 
were  alleged  as  sufficient  misdemeanours  to  warrant  a  judg- 
ment of  forfeiture ;  one,  the  imposition  of  certain  tolls  on 
goods  brought  into  the  city  markets,  by  an  ordinance  or  by- 
law of  their  own  ;  the  other,  their  petition  to  the  king  in 
December,  1679>  for  the  sitting  of  parliament,  and  its  pub- 
lication throughout  the  country.*  It  would  be  foreign  to  the 
purpose  of  this  work  to  inquire  whether  a  corporation  be  in 
any  case  subject  to  forfeiture,  the  affirmative  of  which  seems 
to  have  been  held  by  courts  of  justice  since  the  revolution  ; 
or  whether  the  exaction  of  tolls  in  their  markets,  in  consider- 
ation of  erecting  stalls  and  standings,  were  within  the  com- 
petence of  the  city  of  London  ;  or,  if  not  so,  whether  it  were 
such  an  offence  as  could  legally  incur  the  penalty  of  a  total 
forfeiture  and  disfranchisement;  since  it  was  manifest  that 
the  crown  made  use  only  of  this  additional  pretext,  in  order 
to  punish  the  corporation  for  its  address  to  the  king.  The 
language  indeed  of  their  petition  had  been  uncourtly,  and 
what  the  adherents  of  prerogative  would  call  insolent ;  but  it 
was  at  the  worst  rather  a  misdemeanour  for  which  die  per- 
sons concerned  might  be  responsible  than  a  breach  of  the 
trust  reposed  in  the  corporation.     We  are  not,  however,  so 

*  See  this  petition.  Somen  Tracts^  viii.  144. 
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mnch  concerned  to  argue  the  matter  of  law  in  this  question, 
as  to  remark  the  spirit  in  which  the  attack  on  this  stronghold 
of  popular  liberty  was  conceived.  The  court  of  king's  bench 
pronounced  judgment  of  forfeiture  against  the  corporation ; 
but  this  jud^ent,  at  the  request  of  the  attorney-general,  was 
only  recorded ;  the  city  continued  in  appearance  to  possess  its 
corporate  franchises,  but  upon  submission  to  certain  regula- 
tions ;  namely,  that  no  mayor,  sheriff,  recorder,  or  other  chief 
officer,  should  be  admitted  until  approved  by  the  king ;  that  in 
the  event  of  his  twice  disapproving  their  choice  of  a  mayor, 
he  should  himself  nominate  a  fit  person,  and  the  same  in  case  of 
sheriffs,  without  waiting  for  a  second  election ;  that  the  court 
of  aldermen,  with  the  king's  permission,  might  remove  any 
one  of  their  body  ;  that  they  should  have  a  negative  on  the 
elections  of  common  councilmen,  and  in  case  of  disapproving  a 
second  choice,  have  themselves  the  nomination.  The  corpo- 
ration submitted  thus  to  purchase  the  continued  enjoyment  of 
its  estates,  at  the  expense  of  its  municipal  independence  ;  yet, 
even  in  the  prostrate  condition  of  the  whig  party,  the  question 
to  admit  these  regulations  was  carried  by  no  great  majority 
in  the  common  councils.*  The  city  was  of  course  absolutely 
subservient  to  the  court  from  this  time  to  the  revolution. 

After  the  fall  of  the  capital,  it  was  not  to  be  expected  that 
towns  less  capable  of  defence  should  stand  out.  Informations 
quo  warranto  were  brought  against  several  corporations ;  and 
a  far  greater  number  hastened  to  anticipate  the  assault  by 
voluntary  surrenders.  It  seemed  to  be  recognised  as  law  by 
the  judgment  against  London,  that  any  irregularity  or  mis- 
use of  power  in  a  corporation  might  incur  a  sentence  of  for- 
feiture ;  and  few  could  boast  that  they  were  invulnerable  at 
every  point.  The  judges  of  assize  in  their  circuits  prostituted 
their  influence  and  authority  to  forward  this  and  every  other 
encroachment  of  the  crown.  Jefferies,  on  the  northern  circuit 
in  1684,  to  use  the  language  of  Charles  II.'s  most  unblush- 
ing advocate,  ^'made  all  the  charters,  like  the  walls  of 
Jericho,  fall  down  before  him,  and  returned  laden  with  sur- 
renders, the  spoils  of  towns.'*  t   They  received,  instead,  new 

•  State  Trials,  ▼iIi.lOS9— 1S40.   Ralph,  717.     The  majority  was  but  104  to  86  ; 
a  diTision  honourable  to  the  spirit  of  the  citizens, 
f  North's  Examen,  6^. 
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charters,  framing  the  constitution  of  these  municipalities 
on  a  more  oligarchical  model,  and  reserving  to  the  crown  the 
first  appointment  of  those  who  were  to  form  the  governing 
part  of  the  corporation.  These  changes  were  gradually 
brought  about  in  the  last  three  years  of  Charles's  reign,  and 
in  the  beginning  of  the  next. 

There  can  be  nothing  so  destructive  to  the  English  consti- 
Frojectt  of  tutiou,  uot  cvcu  the  iutroductiou  of  a  military  force, 
Mdsid?^.  as  the  exclusion  of  the  electoral  body  from  their 
franchises.  The  people  of  this  country  are,  by  our  laws 
and  constitution,  bound  only  to  obey  a  parliament  duly 
chosen ;  and  this  violation  of  charters,  in  the  reigns  of 
Charles  and  James,  appears  to  be  the  great  and  leading 
justification  of  that  event  which  drove  the  latter  from  the 
throne.  It  can  therefore  be  no  matter  of  censure,  in  a  moral 
sense,  that  some  men  of  pure  and  patriotic  virtue,  mingled, 
it  must  be  owned,  with  others  of  a  far  inferior  temper,  began 
to  hold  consultations  as  to  the  best  means  of  resisting  a 
government,  which,  whether  to  judge  from  these  proceedings, 
or  from  the  language  of  its  partisans,  was  aiming  without 
disguise  at  an  arbitrary  power.  But  as  resistance  to  esta- 
blished authority  can  never  be  warrantable  until  it  is  expe- 
dient, we  could  by  no  means  approve  any  schemes  of  insur- 
rection that  might  be  projected  in  1682,  unless  we  could 
perceive  that  there  was  a  fair  chance  of  their  success.  And 
this  we  are  not  led,  by  what  we  read  of  the  spirit  of  those 
times,  to  believe.  The  tide  ran  violently  in  another  direc- 
tion ;  the  courage  of  the  whigs  was  broken ;  their  adver- 
saries were  strong  in  numbers  and  in  zeal.  But  from  hence 
it  is  reasonable  to  infer  that  men  like  lord  Essex  and  lord 
Russell,  with  so  much  to  lose  by  failure,  with  such  good 
sense,  and  such  abhorrence  of  civil  calamity,  would  not  ulti- 
mately have  resolved  on  the  desperate  issue  of  arms,  though 
they  might  deem  it  prudent  to  form  estimates  of  their 
strength,  and  to  knit  together  a  confederacy  which  absolute 
necessity  might  call  into  action.  It  is  beyond  doubt  that  the 
supposed  conspirators  had  debated  among  themselves  the 
subject  of  an  insurrection,  and  poised  the  chances  of  civil 
war.  Thus  much  the  most  jealous  lawyer,  I  presume,  will 
allow  might  be  done,  without  risking  the  peneJties  of  trea- 
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son.  They  had,  however,  gone  farther ;  and  by  concerting 
measures  in  different  places  as  well  as  in  Scotland,  for  a 
rising,  though  contingently,  and  without  any  fixed  deter* 
mination  to  carry  it  into  effect,  most  probably  (if  the  whole 
business  had  been  disclosed  in  testimony)  laid  themselves 
open  to  the  law,  according  to  the  construction  it  has  fre- 
quently received.  There  is  a  considerable  difficulty,  after  all 
diat  has  been  written,  in  stating  the  extent  of  their  designs ; 
but  I  think  we  may  assume,  that  a  wide-spreading  and  for- 
midable insurrection  was  for  several  months  in  agitation.* 
But  the  difficulties  and  hazards  of  the  enterprise  had  already 
caused  lord  Russell  and  lord  Essex  to  recede  from  the  des- 
perate counsels  of  Shaftesbury;  and  but  for  the  unhappy 
detection  of  the  conspiracy  and  the  perfidy  of  lord  Howard^ 
these  two  noble  persons,  whose  lives  were  untimely  lost  to 
their  country,  might  have  survived  to  join  the  banner  and 
support  the  throne  of  William.  It  is  needless  to  observe 
that  the  minor  plot,  if  we  may  use  that  epithet  in  reference 
to  the  relative  dignity  of  the  conspirators,  for  assassinating 
the  king  and  the  duke  of  York,  had  no  immediate  connexion 
with  the  schemes  of  Russell,  Essex,  and  Sidney,  t 

But  it  is  by  no  means  a  consequence  from  the  admission 
we  have  made,  that  the  evidence  adduced  on  lord 
Russell's  trial  was  sufficient  to  justify  his  conviction,  t 

*  Ladj    Russell's  opinion  was,  that  \  Stale  Trials,  ix.  577.     Lord  Essex 

**  it  was  DO  more  than  what  her  lord  con-  cut  his  throat  in  the  Tower.     He  was  a 

fessed,  talk — and  it  is  possible  that  talk  man  of   the    most    excellent  qualities, 

going  so  &r  as  to  consider,  if  a  remedy  but  subject  to  constitutional  melancholy 

for  supposed  evils  might  be  sought,  how  which  overcame  his  fortitude ;  an  event 

it  could  be  formed."     Life  of  Lord  Rus-  the  more  to  be  deplored,  as  there  seems 

■ell,  p.  266.     It  is  not  easy,  however,  to  to  have  been  no  possibility  of  his  being 

talk  long  in  this  numner  about  the  how  convicted.  A  suspicion,  as  is  well  known, 

oftreason,  without  incurring  the  penalties  obtained  credit  with  the  enemies  of  the 

of  it.  court,  that  lord  Essex  was  murdered; 

f  See  this  business  well  discussed  by  and  some  evidence  was  brought  forward 

the  acute  and  inde&tigable  Ralph,  p.  722.,  by  the  zeal  of  one  Braddon.     The  late 

and  by  lord  John  Russell,  p.  253.     See  editor  of  the  State  Trials  seems  a  little 

also  State  Trials,  ix.  358.,  et  post  There  inclined  to  revive  this  report,  which  even 

appears  no  cause  for  doubting  the  reality  Harris  (Life  of  Charles,  p.  352.)  does 

of  what  is  called  the  Rye-house  plot  not  venture  to  accredit ;  and  I  am  sur- 

The  case  against  Walcot,  Id.  519.,  was  prised  to  find  lord  John  Russell  observe, 

pretty  well  proved ;  but  his  own  con*  **  It  would  be  idle,  at  the  present  time» 

feasion  completely  hanged  him  and  his  to  pretend  to  give  any  opinion  on  the 

friends  too.     His  attainder  was  reversed  subject**  P.  182.  This  I  can  by  no  means 

after  the  revolution,  but  only  on  account  admit     We  have,  on  the  one  side,  some 

of  some  technical  errors,  not  essential  to  testimonies  by  children,  who  frequently 

the  merits  of  the  case.  invent  and  persist  in  falsehoods  with  no 
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It  appears  to  me  that  lord  Howard,  and  perhaps  Rumsey, 
were  unwilling  witnesses ;  and  that  the  former,  as  is  fre- 
quently the  case  with  those  who  betray  their  friends  in  order 
to  save  their  own  lives,  divulged  no  more  than  was  extracted 
by  his  own  danger.  The  testimony  of  neither  witness, 
especially  Howard,  was  given  with  any  degree  of  that  pre- 
cision which  is  exacted  in  modem  times;  and,  as  we  now 
read  the  trial,  it  is  not  probable  that  a  jury  in  later  ages 
would  have  found  a  verdict  of  guilty,  or  would  have  been 
advised  to  it  by  the  court.  But,  on  the  other  hand,  if  lord 
Howard  were  really  able  to  prove  more  than  he  did,  which  I 
much  suspect,  a  better  conducted  examination  would  probably 
have  elicited  facts  unfavourable  to  the  prisoner,  which  at 
present  do  not  appear.  It  may  be  doubtful  whether  any 
overt  act  of  treason  is  distinctly  proved  against  lord  Russell, 
except  his  concurrence  in  the  project  of  a  rising  at  Taunton, 
to  which  Rumsey  deposes.  But  this  depending  on  the  oath 
of  a  single  witness,  could  not  be  sufficient  for  a  conviction. 

Pemberton,  chief-justice  of  the  common  pleas,  tried  this 
illustrious  prisoner  with  more  humanity  than  was  usually 
displayed  on  the  bench  ;  but,  aware  of  his  precarious  tenure 
in  office,  he  did  not  venture  to  check  the  counsel  for  the 
crown.  Sawyer  and  Jefferies,  permitting  them  to  give  a  great 
body  of  hearsay  evidence,  with  only  the  feeble  and  useless 
remark  that  it  did  not  affect  the  prisoner.*     Yet  he  checked 

conceiTable  motiTe.     But,  on  the  other  the  circumstance  tends  to  repel  suspicion 

hand,  vre  are  to  suppose  that  Charles  II.  rather  than  the  contrary.     See  the  whole 

and  the  duke  of  York  caused  a  detest-  of  this,  including  Braddon's  pamphlet,  in 

able  murder  to  be  perpetrated  on  one  State  Trials,  ix.   1127.     [I  am  sorry  to 

towards  whom  they  had  never  shown  read   in   an   article  of  the   Edinburgh 

any  hostility,  and  in  whose  death  they  Review  by  an  eloquent  friend :  **  Essex 

had  no  interest.     Each  of  these  princes  added  a  yet  sadder  and  more  fearful  story 

had  faults  enough  :  but  I  may  venture  to  the  bloody  chronicles  of  the  Tower.** 

to  say  that  they  were  totally  incapable  of  Macaulay*s Essays,  lit  93., and  Edinburgh 

such  a  crime.     One  of  the  presumptive  Review,  1 838.     For  though   thb  may 

arguments  of  Braddon,  in  a  pamphlet  imply  no  more  than  his  suicide,  it  will 

published  long  afterwards,   is,  that  the  generally  be  construed  in  another  sense. 

Icing  and  his  brother  were  in  the  Tower  And  surely  the  critical  judgment  cannot 

on  the  morning  of  Lord  Essex's  death,  be  satisfied  with  evidence^  which  might 

If  this  leads  to  any  thing,  we  are  to  be-  weigh,  as  I  have  heard  it  did,  with  the 

lieve  that  Charles  the  Second,  like  the  pardonable  prejudices  of  a  descendant 

tyrant  in  a  Grub- Street  tragedy,  came  to  —1845.] 

kill   his  prisoner  with  his  own  hands.         *  State  Trials,  6 15.    Sawyer  told  lord 

Any   man    of   ordinary    understanding  Russell,  when  he  applied  to  have  his  trial 

(which  seems  not  to  have  been  the  case  put  off,  that  he  would  not  have  given  the 

with  Mr.  Braddon)  must  perceive  that  king  an  hours  notice  to  save  his  life. 
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lord  Anglesea,  when  he  ofiered  similar  evidence  for  the 
defence.  In  his  direction  to  the  jury,  it  deserves  to  be 
remarked  that  he  by  no  means  advanced  the  general  pro- 
position, which  better  men  have  held,  that  a  conspiracy  to 
levy  war  is  in  itself  an  overt  act  of  compassing  the  king's 
death  ;  limiting  it  to  cases  where  the  king's  person  might  be 
pat  in  danger,  in  the  immediate  instance,  by  the  alleged 
scheme  of  seizing  his  guards.  *  His  language  indeed,  as 
recorded  in  the  printed  trial,  was  such  as  might  have  pro- 
duced a  verdict  of  acquittal  from  a  jury  tolerably  disposed 
towards  the  prisoner ;  but  the  sherifis.  North  and  Rich,  who 
had  been  illegally  thrust  into  office,  being  men  wholly  devoted 
to  the  prerogative,  had  taken  care  to  return  a  panel  in  whom 
they  OHild  confide.t 

The  trial  of  Algernon  Sidney,  at  which  Jefferies,  now 
raised  to  the  post  of  chief-justice  of  the  king's  bench,  presided, 
is  as  familiar  to  all  my  readers  as  that  of  lord  Russell,  i 
Their  names  have  been  always  united  in  grateful  veneration 
and  sympathy.  It  is  notorious  that  Sidney's  conviction  was 
obtained  by  a  most  illegal  distortion  of  the  evidence.  Besides 
kird  Howard,  no  living  witness  could  be  produced  to  the 
conspiracy  for  an  insurrection ;  and  though  Jefferies  permitted 
two  others  to  prepossess  the  jury  by  a  second-hand  story,  he 
was  compelled  to  admit  that  their  testimony  could  not  directly 
affect  the  prisoner.  §     The  attorney-general  therefore  had  re- 


IcL  589.     Tet  he  could  not  pretend  that  solicitors  for  the  crown.     State  Trials, 

the  prisoner  had  any  concern  in  the  as-  ix.  932.    These  two  men  ran  away  at  the 

sassination  plot.  rerolution ;  but  Roger  North  Tindicates 

*  Hie  act  annulling  lord  Russell's  at-  their  characters,  and  those  who  trust  in 
taindcr  recites  him  to  have  been  **  wrong-  him  may  think  them  honest. 
fully  convicted  by  partial  and  uigust  i  State  Trials,  ix.  818. 
constructions  of  law.*'  State  Trials,  ix.  §  Id.  846.  Yet  in  summing  up  the 
695.  Several  pamphlets  were  published  evidence,  he  repeated  all  West  and  Keel- 
after  the  revolution  by  sir  Robort  Atkins  ing  had  thus  said  at  second-hand,  without 
and  sir  John  Hawles  against  the  conduct  reminding  the  jury  that  it  was  not  legal 
of  the  court  in  this  trial,  and  bv  sir  Bar-  testimony:  Id.  899.  It  would  be  said 
tholomew  Shower  in  behalf  of  it.  These  by  his  advocates,  if  any  are  left,  that  these 
are  in  the  State  Trials.  But  Holt,  by  witnesses  must  have  been  left  out  of  the 
laying  down  the  principle  of  constructive  question,  since  there  could  otherwise  have 
treason  in  Ashton*s  case,  established  for  been  no  dispute  about  the  written  paper. 
erer  the  legtHhy  of  Pemberton's  doctrine.  But  they  were  undoubtedly  intended  to 
and  indeed  carried  it  a  good  deal  farther,  prop  up  Howard's  evidence,  which  had 

f  There  seems  little  doubt,  that  the  been  so  much  shaken  by  his  previous 

juries  were  packed  through  a  conspiracy  declaration,  that  he  knew  of  no  con- 

of  the  sheriffs  with  Burton  and  Graham,  spiracy. 
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course  to  a  paper  found  in  his  house,  which  was  given  in 
evidence,  either  as  an  overt  act  of  treason  by  its  own  nature, 
or  as  connected  with  the  alleged  conspiracy;  for  though  it 
was  only  in  the  latter  sense  that  it  could  be  admissible  at  all, 
yet  Jefferies  took  care  to  insinuate,  in  his  charge  to  the  jury, 
that  the  doctrines  it  contained  were  treasonable  in  themselves, 
and  without  reference  to  other  evidence.  In  regard  to  truth, 
and  to  that  justice  which  cannot  be  denied  to  the  worst  men 
in  their  worst  actions,  I  must  observe  that  the  common 
accusation  against  the  court  in  this  trial,  of  having  admitted 
insufficient  proof  by  the  mere  comparison  of  hand-writing, 
though  alleged,  not  only  in  most  of  our  historians,  but  in  the 
act  of  parliament  reversing  Sidney's  attainder,  does  not 
appear  to  be  well  founded ;  the  testimony  to  that  fact,  unless 
the  printed  trial  is  fialsified  in  an  extraordinary  degree,  being 
such  as  would  be  received  at  present.*  We  may  allow  also 
that  the  passages  from  this  paper,  as  laid  in  the  indictment, 
containing  very  strong  assertions  of  the  right  of  the  people 
to  depose  an  unworthy  king,  might  by  possibility,  if  connected 
by  other  evidence  with  the  conspiracy  itself,  have  been  ad- 
missible as  presumptions  for  the  jury  to  consider  whether 
they  had  been  written  in  furtherance  of  that  design.  But 
when  they  came  to  be  read  on  the  trial  with  their  qontext, 
though  only  with  such  parts  of  that  as  the  attorney-general 

*  This  is  pointed  out,  perhaps  for  the  State  Trials,  x.  312.,  though  the  pri- 
first  time,  in  an  excellent  modem  law-  soner^s  hand-writing  to  a  letter  was 
book,  Phillipps's  Law  of  Evidence.  Tet  proved  in  the  usual  way  by  persons  who 
the  act  for  the  reversal  of  Sidney's  at-  had  seen  him  write,  yet  this  letter  was 
tainder  declares  in  the  preamble,  that  also  shown  to  the  jury,  along  with  some 
M  the  paper,  supposed  to  be  his  hand*  of  his  acknowledged  writing,  for  the 
writing,  was  not  proved  by  the  testimony  purpose  of  their  comparison.  [See  also 
of  any  one  witness  to  be  written  by  him,  the  trial  of  the  seven  bishops.  Id.  xii. 
but  the  jury  was  directed  to  believe  it  295.  ]  It  is  possible,  therefore,  that  the 
by  comparing  it  with  other  writings  of  same  may  have  been  done  on  Sidney^ 
the  said  Algernon.*'  State  Trials,  997.  trial,  though  the  circumstance  does  not 
This  does  not  appear  to  have  been  the  appear.  Jefferies  indeed  says,  **  corn- 
case  ;  and  though  Jefferies  is  said  to  have  parison  of  hands  was  allowed  for  good 
garbled  the  manuscript  trial  before  it  proof  in  Sidney's  case.**  Id.  313.  But 
was  printed,  (for  all  the  trials,  at  this  I  do  not  believe  that  the  expression  was 
time,  were  published  by  authority,  which  used  in  that  age  so  precisely  as  it  is  at 
makes  them  much  better  evidence  against  present ;  and  it  is  well  known  to  lawyers 
the  judges  than  for  them,)  yet  he  can  that  the  rules  of  evidence  on  this  sub- 
hardly  have  substituted  so  much  testi-  jeet  have  only  been  distinctly  laid  down 
mony  without  its  attracting  the  notice  of  within  the  memory  of  the  present  gener- 
Atkins  and  Hawles,  who  wrote  after  the  ation. 
revolution.     However,  in  Hayes's  case. 
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chose  to  produce  out  of  a  voluminous  manuscript,  it  was  clear 
that  they  belonged  to  a  theoretical  work  on  government,  long 
since  perhaps  written,  and  incapable  of  any  bearing  upon  the 
other  evidence.* 

The  manifest  iniquity  of  this  sentence  upon  Algernon 
Sidney,  as  well  as  the  high  courage  he  displayed  throughout 
these  last  scenes  of  his  life,  have  inspired  a  sort  of  enthusiasm 
for  his  name,  which  neither  what  we  know  of  his  story,  nor 
the  opinion  of  his  contemporaries,  seem  altogether  to  warrant. 
The  crown  of  martyrdom  should  be  suffered  perhaps  to  exalt 
every  virtue,  and  effiice  every  defect  in  patriots,  as  it  has  often 
done  in  saints.  In  the  faithful  mirror  of  history,  Sidney  may 
lose  something  of  this  lustre.  He  possessed  no  doubt  a  power- 
ful, active,  and  undaunted  mind,  stored  with  extensive  reading 
on  the  topics  in  which  he  delighted.  But  having  proposed 
one  only  object  for  his*  political  conduct,  the  establishment  of 
a  republic  in  England,  his  pride  and  inflexibility,  though  they 
gave  a  dignity  to  his  character,  rendered  his  views  narrow 
and  his  temper  unaccommodating.  It  was  evident  to  every 
reasonable  man  that  a  republican  government,  being  adverse 
to  the  prepossessions  of  a  great  majority  of  the  people,  could 
only  be  brought  about  and  maintained  by  the  force  of  usurp- 
ation. Yet  for  this  idol  of  his  speculative  hours,  he  was 
content  to  sacrifice  the  liberties  of  Europe,  to  plunge  the 
country  in  civil  war,  and  even  to  stand  indebted  to  France 
for  protection.  He  may  justly  be  suspected  of  having  been 
the  chief  promoter  of  the  dangerous  cabals  with  Barillon ; 
nor  could  any  tool  of  Charles's  court  be  more  sedulous  in 
representing  the  aggressions  of  Louis  XIV.  in  the  Nether* 
lands  as  indifferent  to  our  honour  and  safety. 

Sir  Thomas  Armstrong,  who  had  fled  to  Holland  on  the 
detection  of  the  plot,  was  given  up  by  the  States.  A  sentence 
of  outlawry,  which  had  passed  against  him  in  his  absence,  is 
equivalent,  in  cases  of  treason,  to  a  conviction  of  the  crime. 
But  the  law  allows  the  space  of  one  year,  during  which  the 
party  may  surrender  himself  to  take  his  trial.  Armstrong, 
when  brought  before  the  court,  insisted  on  this  right,  and 
demanded  a  trial.      Nothing  could  be  more  evident,  in  point 

•  See  Harris's  LWes,  V.  347. 
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of  lawy  than  that  he  was  entitled  to  it.  But  Jefferies,  witb 
inhuman  rudeness,  treated  his  daim  as  wholly  unfounded, 
and  would  not  even  suffer  counsel  to  be  heard  in  his  behalf. 
He  was  executed  accordingly  without  trial.*  But  it  would 
be  too  prolix  to  recapitulate  all  the  instances  of  brutal  injustice, 
or  of  cowardly  subserviency,  which  d^raded  the  English 
lawyers  of  the  Stuart  period^  and  never  so  infamously  as  in 
these  last  years  of  Charles  IL  From  this  prostitution  of  the 
tribunals,  from  die  intermission  of  parliaments,  and  the  steps 
taken  to  render  them  in  future  mere  puppets  of  the  crown, 
it  was  plain  that  all  constitutional  securities  were  at  least  in 
abeyance ;  and  those  who  felt  themselves  most  olmoxious,  or 
whose  spirit  was  too  hi^  to  live  in  an  enslaved  country, 
retired  to  Holland  as  an  asjrlum  in  which  they  might  wait 
the  occasion  of  better  prospects,  or,  at  the  worst,  breathe  an 
air  of  liberty.  • 

Meanwhile  the  prejudice  against  the  whig  party,  whidi 
had  reached  so  great  a  height  in  1G81,  was  still  farther  en- 
hanced by  the  detection  of  die  late  conspiracy.  The  atrocious 
scheme  of  assassination,  alleged  against  Walcot  and  some 
others  who  had  suffered,  was  blended  by  the  arts  of  the  court 
and  clergy,  and  by  the  blundering  credulity  of  the  gentry, 
with  those  less  heinous  projects  ascribed  to  lord  Russell  and 
his  associate3.t  These  projects,  if  true  in  their  full  extent, 
were  indeed  such  as  men  honestly  attached  to  the  government 
of  their  country  could  not  fail  to  disapprove.  For  this  pur- 
pose, a  declaration  full  of  malicious  insinuations  wbs  ordered 
to  be  read  in  all  churches.!  It  was  generally  commented 
upon,  we  may  make  no  question,  in  one  of  those  loyal  dis- 
courses, which,  trampling  on  all  truth,  charity,  and  modera- 
tion, had  no  other  scope  than  to  inflame  the  hearers  against 
non-conforming  protestants,  and  to  llirow  obloquy  on  the 
constitutional  privileges  of  the  subject 

It  is  not  my  intention  to  censure,  in  any  strong  sense  of 


*  State  Trials,  x.  105.  specifying  a  number  of  gentlemen  of  the 

f  The  grand  jury  of  Northampton-  first  families,  as  the  names  of  Montagu, 

shire,  in  1683,  **  present  it  as  very  ex-  Langbam,  &c.  show.      Somers  Tiraccv 

pedient  and  necessary  for  securing  the  viii.  409. 

peace  of  this  country,  that  all  ill-affected  |  Ralphs    p.   768.     Harris's     Lives, 

persons  may  give  security  for  the  peace  ;**  ▼.  32 1 . 
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tbe  word,  the  Anglican  clergy  at  this  time  for  their  assertion 
of  absolute  non-resistance,  so  far  as  it  was  done  with-  nigh  tory 
oat  calumny  and  insolence  towards  those  of  another  Sr'thi^'^ 
way  of  thinking,  and  without  self-interested  adu-  *"**"*'' 
lation  of  the  ruling  power.  Their  error  was  very  dangerous, 
and  had  nearly  proved  destructive  of  the  whole  constitution ; 
but  it  was  one  which  had  come  down  with  high  recommend- 
ation, and  of  which  they  could  only  perhaps  be  undeceived, 
as  men  are  best  undeceived  of  most  errors,  by  experience 
that  it  might  hurt  themselves.  It  was  the  tenet  of  their 
homilies,  their  canons,  their  most  distinguished  divines  and 
casuists  ;  it  had  the  apparent  sanction  of  the  legislature  in  a 
statute  of  the  present  reign.  Many  excellent  men,  as  was 
shown  after  the  revolution,  who  had  never  made  use  of  this 
doctrine  as  an  engine  of  faction  or  private  interest,  could  not 
disentangle  their  minds  from  the  arguments  or  the  authority 
on  which  it  rested.  But  by  too  great  a  number  it  was 
eagerly  brought  forward  to  serve  the  purposes  of  arbitrary 
power,  or  at  best  to  fix  the  wavering  protestantism  of  the 
court  by  professions  of  unimpeachable  loyalty.  To  this 
motive,  in  fact,  we  may  trace  a  good  deal  of  the  vehemence 
with  which  the  non-resisting  principle  had  been  originally 
advanced  by  the  church  of  England  under  the  Tudors,  and 
was  continually  urged  under  the  Stuarts.  If  we  look  at  the 
tracts  and  sermons  published  by  both  parties  after  the  restor- 
ation, it  will  appear  manifest  that  the  Romish  and  Anglican 
churches,  bade,  as  it  were,  against  each  other  for  the  favour 
of  the  two  royal  brothers.  The  one  appealed  to  its  acknow-. 
ledged  principles,  while  it  denounced  the  pretensions  of  the 
holy  see  to  release  subjects  from  their  allegiance,  and  the 
bold  theories  of  popular  government  which  Mariana  and 
s6me  other  Jesuits  had  promulgated.  The  others  retaliated 
on  the  first  movers  of  the  Reformation,  and  expatiated  on  the 
usurpation  of  lady  Jane  Grey,  not  to  say  Elizabeth,  and  the 
republicanism  of  Knox  or  Calvin. 

From  the  era  of  the  exclusion-bill  especially,  to  the  death 
of  Charles  II.,  a  number  of  books  were  published  in  p^,^^ 
favour  of  an  indefeasible  hereditary  right  of  the  <»*****«"^- 
crown,  and  of  absolute  non-resistance.  These  were  however  of 
two  very  different  classes.    The  authors  of  the  first,  who  were 
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perhaps  the  more  namerous,  did  not  deny  the  legal  limitations 
of  monarchy.  Tliey  admitted  that  no  one  was  bound  to  oon* 
car  in  the  execution  of  unlawful  commands.  Hence  the  obe^ 
dience  they  deemed  indispensable  was  denominated  passive  ; 
an  epithet,  which  in  modem  usage,  is  Uttle  more  than 
redundant,  but  at  that  time  made  a  sensible  distinction.  If 
all  men  should  confine  themselves  to  this  line  of  duty,  and 
merely  refuse  to  become  the  instruments  of  such  unlawful 
commands,  it  was  evident  that  no  tyranny  could  be  carried 
into  effect.  If  some  should  be  wicked  enough  to  co-operate 
against  the  liberties  of  their  country,  it  would  still  be  the 
bounden  obligation  of  Christians  to  submit.  Of  this,  whidh 
may  be  reckoned  the  moderate  party,  the  most  eminent  were 
Hickes  in  a  treatise  called  Jovian,  and  Sherlock  in  his  case 
of  resistance  to  the  supreme  powers.*     To  this  also  must 


•  This  book  of  Sherlock,  printed  in  justify  the  taking  away  the  li&  of  any 
1684,  is  the  most  able  treatise  on  that  man,  whatever  crime  he  has  been  guilty 
side.  His  piopositioa  is,  that  "  sorereign  oC  For  no  man  has  power  of  bis  own 
princes,  or  the  supreme  power  in  any  life,  and  therefore  cannot  give  this  power* 
nation,  in  whomsoever  placed,  is  in  aU  to  another ;  which  proves  that  the  power 
cases  irresistible."  He  infers  from  the  ofcapital  punishments  cannot  result  from 
statute  13  Car.  2.  declaring  it  unlawftil,  mere  consent,  but  from  a  superior  autho- 
under  any  pretence,  to  wage  war,  even  rity,  which  is  lord  of  life  and  death.* 
defensive,  agunst  the  king,  that  the  su-  This  is  plausibly  urged,  and  is  not  re- 
preme  power  is  in  him  ;  for  he  who  b  futed  in  a  momenL  He  next  comes  to 
unaccountable  and  irresistible  is  supreme,  an  objection,  which  eventually  he  was 
There  are  some,  he  owns,  who  contend  compelled  to  admit,  with  some  discredit 
that  the  higher  powers  mentioned  by  St.  to  his  consistency  and  disinterestedness. 
Paul  meant  the  law,  and  that  when  **  *  Is  the  power  of  victorious  rebels  and 
princes  violate  the  laws  we  may  defend  usurpers  from  God  ?  Did  Oliver  Crom- 
their  legal  authority  against  their  per-  well  receive  his  power  from  God  ?  then 
tonal  usurpations.  He  answers  this  very  it  seems  it  was  unlawful  to  resist  him 
feebly.  **  No  law  can  come  into  the  no-  too,  or  to  conspire  against  him ;  then  ail 
tion  and  definition  of  supreme  and  sove-  those  loyal  subjects  who  refused  to  sub- 
reign  powers ;  such  a  prince  is  under  the  mit  to  him  when  be  had  got  the  power  in 
direction,  but  cannot  possibly  be  said  to  his  hands  were  rebels  and  traitors^*  To 
be  under  the  government  of  the  law,  be-  this  I  answer,  that  the  most  prosperous 
cause  there  is  no  superior  power  to  take  rebel  is  not  the  higher  powers,  while  our 
cognisance  of  his  breach  of  it,  and  a  law  natural  prince,  to  whom  we  owe  obedience 
has  no  authority  to  govern  where  there  and  subjection,  is  in  being.  And  there- 
is  no  power  to  punish.'*  P.  1 14.  "  These  fore,  though  such  men  may  get  the  power 
men  think,**  he  says,  p.  126.,  "that  all  into  their  hands  by  God*s  permission, yet 
civil  authority  is  founded  in  consent,  as  not  by  God*s  ordinance ;  and  he  who  re- 
if  there  were  no  natural  lord  of  the  world,  sists  them  does  not  resist  the  ordinance 
or  all  mankind  came  free  and  independent  of  God,  but  the  usurpations  of  men.  In 
into  the  world.  This  is  a  contradiction  hereditary  kingdoms,  the  king  never  dies, 
to  what  at  other  times  they  will  grant,  but  the  same  minute  that  the  natural 
that  the  institution  of  civil  power  and  person  of  one  king  dies,  the  crown  de* 
authority  is  from  God ;  and  indeed  if  it  scends  upon  the  next  of  blood  ;  and 
be  not,  I  know  not  how  any  prince  can  therefore  he  who  rebeUeth  against  the 
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have  belonged  archbishop  Sancroft,  and  the  great  body  of 
non-juring  clergy  who  had  refused  to  read  the  declaration  of 
induJgence  under  James  II.»  and  whose  conduct  in  that 
respect  would  be  utterly  absurd,  except  on  the  supposition 
that  there  existed  some  lawful  boundaries  of  the  royal 
authority. 

But  besides  these  men,  who  kept  some  measures  with  the 
Gonstitutiony  even  while,  by  their  slavish  tenets,  they  some  eon. 
laid  it  open  to  the  assaults  of  more  intrepid  enemies,  iS^uU 
another  and  a  pretty  considerable  class  of  writers  did  '*''"* 
not  hesitate  to  avow  their  abhorrence  of  all  hmitations  upon 
arbitrary  power.  Brady  went  back  to  the  primary  sources 
of  our  history,  and  endeavoured  to  show  that  Magna  Charta, 
as  well  as  every  other  constitutional  law,  were  but  rebellious 
encroachments  on  the  ancient  uncontrollable  imprescriptible 
prerogatives  of  the  monarchy.  His  writings,  replete  with 
learning  and  acuteness,  and  in  some  respects  with  just  re- 
marks, though  often  unfair  and  always  partial,  naturidly  pro- 
duced an  effect  on  those  who  had  been  accustomed  to  value 
the  constitution  rather  for  its  presumed  antiquity,  than  its 
real  excellence.  But  the  author  most  in  vogue  sir  Robert 
with  the  partisans  of  despotism  was  sir  Robert  *^*"*'* 
Filmer.  He  had  lived  before  the  civil  war,  but  his  post- 
humous writings  came  to  light  about  this  period.  They 
contam  an  elaborate  vindication  of  what  was  odled  the  patri- 
archal scheme  of  government,  which,  rejecting  with  scorn 
that  original  contract  whence  human  society  had  been  sup- 
posed to  spring,  derives  all  legitimate  authority  from  that  of 
primogeniture,  the  next  heir  being  king  by  divine  right,  and 
as  incapable  of  being  restrained  in  his  sovereignty,  as  of 
being  excluded  from  it.  <<  As  kingly  power,"  he  says,  **  is 
hj  the  law  of  Grod,  so  hath  it  no  inferior  power  to  limit  it. 
The  &ther  of  a  family  governs  by  no  other  law  than  his  own 


frther.  and   ixiiirders   him,  continues  «  different  manner  as  soon  as  James  showed 

rebel  in  the  reign  of  the  son,  which  com-  a  disposition  to  set  up  his  own  church, 

menoes  with  his  father*s  death.     It  is  «  It  is  no  act  of  loyalty,"  he  told  the 

otherwise,  indeed,  where  none  can  pre-  house  of  commons,  May  29.  1685,  **  to 

tend  a  greater  title  to  the  crown  than  the  accommodate  or  compliment  away  our 

usurper,  for  there  possession  of  power  religion  and  its  legal  securities.**     Good 

seems  to  give  a  right.**  P.  127.  Advice  to  the  Pulpits. 
Sherlock  began  to  preach   in  a  very 

VOL.  II.  M 
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will,  not  by  the  laws  and  wills  of  his  sons  and  servants.'** 
**  The  direction  of  the  law  is  but  like  the  advice  and  direction 
which  the  king's  council  gives  the  king,  which  no  man  says 
is  a  law  to  the  king."t  "  General  laws,''  he  observes, 
^*  made  in  parliament,  may,  upon  known  respects  to  the  king, 
by  his  authority  be  mitigated  or  suspended  upon  causes  only 
known  to  him  ;  and  by  the  coronation  oath,  he  is  only  bound 
to  observe  good  laws,  of  which  he  is  the  judge."  t  **  A  man 
is  bound  to  obey  the  king's  command  against  law,  nay,  in 
some  cases,  against  divine  laws."  §  In  another  treatise, 
entitled  the  Anarchy  of  a  Mixed  or  Limited  Monarchy,  he 
inveighs,  with  no  kind  of  reserve  or  exception,  against  the 
regular  constitution ;  setting  off  with  an  assumption  that  the 
parliament  of  England  was  originally  but  an  imitation  of  the 
States  General  of  France,  which  had  no  further«power  than 
to  present  requests  to  the  king.  || 

These  treatises  of  Filmer  obtained  a  very  favourable  re- 
ception. We  find  the  patriarchal  origin  of  government  fre- 
quently mentioned  in  the  publications  of  this  time  as  an  un- 
doubted truth.  Considered  with  respect  to  his  celebrity 
rather  than  his  talents,  he  was  not,  as  some^  might  imagine, 
too  ignoble  an  adversary  for  Locke  to  have  combated.  An- 
other person,  far  superior  to  Filmer  in  political  eminence, 
undertook  at  the  same  time  an  unequivocal  defence  of  abso- 
sroeor^  lutc  mouarchy.  This  was  sir  George  Mackenzie, 
Mackensie.  ^j^^  famous  lord  advocatc  of  Scotland.  In  his  Jus 
Regium,  published  in  1684,  and  dedicated  to  the  university 
of  Oxford,  he  maintains,  that  *^  monarchy  in  its  nature  is 
absolute,  and  consequently  these  pretended  limitations  are 
against  the  nature  of  monarchy."^  "  Whatever  proves  mo- 
narchy to  be  an  excellent  government,  does  by  the  same 
reason  prove  absolute  monarchy  to  be  the  best  government ; 
for  if  monarchy  be  to  be  commended,  because  it  prevents 
divisions,  then  a  limited  monarchy,  which  allows  the  people 
a  share,  is  not  to  be  commended,  because  it  occasions  them  ^ 
if  monarchy  be  commended,  because  there  is  more  expe- 

*  P.  61.  t  P' 95.  Grand  Inquest,  was  published  in  1679; 

\  P.  98.  100.  §  P.  100.  but  the  Patriarcha  not  till  1685. 

11   This  treatise,  subjoined  to  one  of        ^   P.  39. 
greater  length,  entitled  the  Freeholder's 
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dition,  secrecy,  and  other  excellent  qualities  to  be  found 
in  it,  then  absolute  monarchy  is  to  be  commended  above 
a  limited  one,  because  a  limited  monarch  must  impart  his 
secrets  to  the  people,  and  must  delay  the  noblest  designs, 
until  malicious  and  factious  spirits  be  either  gained  or 
overcome ;  and  the  same  analogy  of  reason  will  hold  in 
reflecting  upon  all  other  advantages  of  monarchy,  the  ex- 
amination whereof  I  dare  trust  to  every  man's  own  bosom."*' 
We  can  hardly,  after  this,  avoid  being  astonished  at  the 
effrontery,  even  of  a  Scots  crown  lawyer,  when  we  read  in 
the  preface  to  this  very  treatise  of  Mackenzie,  "  Under 
whom  can  we  expect  to  be  free  from  arbitrary  government, 
when  we  were  and  are  afraid  of  it  under  king  Charles  I.  and 
king  Charles  IL?'' 

It  was  at  this  time  that  the  university  of  Oxford  published 
their  celebrated  decree  against  pernicious  books  and  Decree  or  the 
damnable  doctrines,  enumerating  as  such  above  Oxford. 
twenty  propositions,  which  they  anathematized  as  false, 
seditious,  and  impious.  The  first  of  these  is,  that  all  civil 
authority  is  derived  originally  from  the  people ;  the  second, 
that  there  is  a  compact,  tacit  or  express,  between  the  king 
and  his  subjects :  and  others  follow  of  the  same  description. 
They  do  not  explicitly  condemn  a  limited  monarchy,  like 
FUmer,  but  evidently  adopt  his  scheme  of  primogenitary 
right,  which  is,  perhaps,  almost  incompatible  with  it.  Nor  is 
there  the  slightest  intimation  that  the  university  extended 
their  censure  to  such  praises  of  despotic  power  as  have  been 
quoted  in  the  last  pages.t  This  decree  was  publicly  burned 
by  an  order  of  the  house  of  lords  in  1709 ;  nor  does  there 
seem  to  have  been  a  single  dissent  in  that  body  to  a  step  that 
cast  such  a  stigma  on  die  university.  But  the  disgrace  of 
the  offence  was  greater  than  that  of  the  punishment. 

We  can  frame  no  adequate  conception  of  the  jeopardy  in 
which  our  liberties  stood  under  the  Stuarts,  especially  in  this 
particular  period,  without  attending  to  this  spirit  of  servility 
which  had  been  so  sedulously  excited.  It  seemed  as  if  Eng- 
land was  about  to  play  the  scene  which  Denmark  had  not 
long  since  exhibited  by  a  spontaneous  surrender  of  its  con- 

♦   p.  46.  t  Collier,  902. ;    Somen  Tracts,  ▼iii.  420. 
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stitation.  And  although  this  loyalty  were  mndi  more  on  the 
tongue  than  in  the  heart,  as  the  next  reign  very  amply  dis- 
closed, it  served  at  least  to  deceive  the  court  into  a  belief  that 
its  future  steps  would  be  almost  without  difficulty.  It  is  un- 
certain whether  Charles  would  have  summoned  another  par- 
liament. He  either  had  the  intention,  or  professed  it  in  order 
to  obtain  money  from  France,  of  convoking  one  at  Cambridge 
in  the  autumn  of  1681.*  But  after  the  scheme  of  new- 
modelling  corporations  began  to  be  tried,  it  was  his  policy  to 
wait  the  effects  of  this  regeneration.  It  was  better  still,  in 
his  judgment,  to  dispense  with  the  commons  altogether.  The 
period  fixed  by  law  had  elapsed  nearly  twelve  months  before 
his  death  ;  and  we  have  no  evidence  that  a  new  parliament 
was  in  contemplation.  But  Louis,  on  the  other  hand,  having 
discontinued  his  annual  subsidy  to  the  king  in  1684,  after 
fifaininfif  Strasburer  and  Luxembur^^  by  his  con- 
with  Louit  nivance,  or  rather  co-operation  t,  it  would  not  nave 

broken  off.  '  *  '  iiii»i 

been  easy  to  avoid  a  recurrence  to  the  only  lawful 
source  of  revenue.  The  king  of  France,  it  should  be  ob- 
served, behaved  towards  Charles  as  men  usually  treat  the 
low  tools  by  whose  corruption  they  have  obtained  any  end. 
During  the  whole  course  of  their  long  negotiations,  Louis, 
though  never  the  dupe  of  our  wretched  monarch,  was  com- 
pelled to  endure  his  shuffling  evasions,  and  pay  dearly  for 
his  base  compliances.  But  when  he  saw  himself  no  longer 
in  need  of  them,  it  seems  to  have  been  in  revenge  that  he 
permitted  the  publication  of  the  secret  treaty  of  I67O,  and 
withdrew  his  pecuniary  aid.  Charles  deeply  resented  both 
these  marks  of  desertion  in  his  ally.  In  addition  to  them,  he 
discovered  the  intrigues  of  the  French  ambassadors  with  his 

*  Dalrymple,  appendix,  8. ;    Life  of  this   lie   offered  his  arbitration,  and  on 

James,  691.    He  pretended  to  come  into  Spain's   refusal,   laid  the  fault  on  her, 

a  proposal  of  the  Dutch  for  an  alliance  though  already  bribed  to  decide  in  &TOur 

with  Spain  and  the  empire  against  the  of  France.     Lord  Rochester  was  a  party 

fresh  encroachments  of  France,  and  to  in  all  these  base  transactions.     The  ac- 

call  a  parliament  for  that  purpose,  but  quisition  of  Luxemburg  and  Strasburg 

with  no  sincere  intention,  as  he  assured  was  of  the  utmost  importance  to  Louis, 

Barillon.      **  Je   n'ai  aucune  intention  as  they   gave  him  a  predominating  in* 

d'assembler  le  parlement ;  ces  sont  des  iluence  OTer  the  four  Rhenish  electors, 

diablesquiTeulentmaruine."     Dairy m-  through  whom  he  hoped  to  procure  the 

pie,  15.  election  of  the  dauphin  as  king  of  the 

f  He  took  100,000  livres  for  allowing  Romans.     Id.  36. 
the  French  to  seiaw  Luxemburg;  after 
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malecontent  commons.  He  perceived,  also,  that  by  bringing 
home  the  duke  of  York  from  Scotland,  and  restoring  him,  in 
defiance  of  the  test  act,  to  the  privy  council,  he  had  made  the 
presumptive  heir  of  the  throne,  possessed  as  he  was  of  supe- 
rior steadiness  and  attention,  too  near  a  rival  to  himself. 
These  reflections  appear  to  have  depressed  his  mind  in  the 
latter  months  of  his  life,  and  to  have  produced  that  remark- 
able private  reconciliation  with  the  duke  of  Monmouth, 
through  the  influence  of  lord  Halifax,  which,  had  he  lived, 
would  very  probably  have  displayed  one  more  revo-  ,^|„ ,, 
lution  in  the  uncertain  policy  of  this  reign.  •  But  ****"• 
a  death,  so  sudden  and  inopportune  as  to  excite  suspicions 
of  poison  in  some  most  nearly  connected  with  him,  gave  a 
more  decisive  character  to  the  system  of  government.t 


*  Daliymple,  appendix,  74. ;  Buraet ;  mouth,  who  is  at  present  here,  gives  a 

Maxure,  Hist,  de  la  Revolution  de  1688,  great  deal  of  offence,  as  I  arn  informed, 

i.  340.  372.     This  is  confirmed  by,  or  by  pretending  to  prove  that  the  late  king 

rather  conlinns,  the  very  curious  notes  James  had  poisoned  his  brother  Charles ; 

fimnd  in  the  duke  of  Monmouth's  pocket-  it  was  not  expected,  that  after  so  many 

book  when  he  was  taken  after  the  battle  years*  retirement  in  France,  she  should 

of  Sedgemoor,  and  published  in  the  ap-  come  hither  to  revive  that  vulgar  report, 

pendix  to  Welwood's  Memoirs.  Though  which  at  so  critical  a  time  cannot  be  for 

we  should  rather  see  more  external  evi-  any   good   purpose/'     State   Trials,  xv. 

denoe  of  their  authenticity  than,  so  far  as  948.    It  is  almost  needless  to  say  that  the 

I  know,  has  been  produced,  they  have  suspicion  was  wholly  unwarrantable. 

great  marks  of  it  in  themselves ;  and  it  I   have  since  been  informed,  on  the 

is  not  impossible  that,  after  the  revolu-  best  authority,  that  Mr.  Fox  did  not  de- 

tion,  Welwood  may  have  obtained  them  rive  his  authority  from  a  tradition  in  the 

from  the  secretary  of  state's  office.  duke  of  Richmond's  family,  that  of  his 

t  It  is  mentioned  by  Mr.  Fox,  as  a  own  mother,  as  his  editor  had  very  na- 

tiadltion  in  the  duke  of  Richmond's  fa-  turally  conjectured,  but  from  his  father, 

mily,  that  the  duchess  of  Portsmouth  be-  the    first    lord    Holland,   who,  while  a 

lieved  Charles  II.  to  have  been  poisoned,  young    man    travelling  in   France,  had 

Ihis  I  find  confirmed  in  a  letter  read  on  become  acquainted  with  the  duchess  of 

the  trial  of  Francis  Francia,  indicted  for  Portsmouth, 
treason  in  1715.  "  The  duchess  of  Forts- 
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CHAPTER  XIII. 

ON  THE  STATE  OF  THE  CONSTITUTION  UNDER 

CHARLES  II. 

Effect  of  the  Prett  —  Rettrictiont  upon  it  before  and  after  the  RestoraAon  — 
Licensing  Actt  —  Political  Wriiingi  checked  by  the  Judges  —  InMtanees  of 
illegal  proclamations  not  numerous  —  Juries  fined  for  Verdicts  —  Qjuestion  of 
their  Right  to  return  a  general  Verdict  —  Habeas  Corpus  Act  passed  —  lytf- 
ferences  between  Lords  and  Commons  —  Judicial  Powers  of  the  Lords  historic 
cally  traced  —  Their  Pretensions  about  the  Time  of  the  Restoration  —  Re^ 
sistance  made  by  the  Commons  —  Dispute  about  their  origitial  Jurisdiction  — 
And  that  in  Appeals  from  Courts  of  Equity  —  Question  of  the  excbtmoe  Sight 

Xthe  Commons  as  to  Money -iiUs — Its  History — The  Right  extended 
Hher —  State  of  the  Upper  House  under  the  Tudors  and  Stuarts —  Aug- 
mentation  of  the  Temporal  Lords  —  State  of  the  Commons  •—  Increase  of  their 
Members  —  Question  as  to  Rights  of  Election  —  Four  different  Ivories  as  to 
the  original  Principle  —  Their  Probability  considered. 

It  may  seem  rather  an  extraordinary  position,  after  the  last 
chapters,  yet  is  strictly  true,  that  the  fundamental  privileges 
of  the  subject  were  less  invaded,  the  prerogative  swerved  into 
fewer  excesses,  during  the  reign  of  Charles  II.  than  in  any 
former  period  of  equal  length.  Thanks  to  the  patriotic  ener- 
gies of  Selden  and  Eliot,  of  Pym  and  Hampden,  the  consti- 
tutional boundaries  of  royal  power  had  been  so  well  established 
that  no  minister  was  daring  enough  to  attempt  any  flagrant 
and  general  violation  of  them.  The  frequent  session  of  par- 
liament, and  its  high  estimation  of  its  own  privileges,  furnished 
a  security  against  illegal  taxation.  Nothing  of  this  sort  has 
been  imputed  to  the  government  of  Charles,  the  first  king  of 
England,  perhaps,  whose  reign  was  wholly  free  from  such  a 
charge.  And  as  the  nation  happily  escaped  the  attempts  that 
were  made  after  the  restoration,  to  revive  the  star-chamber  and 
high-commission  courts,  there  were  no  means  of  chastising 
political  delinquencies,  except  through  the  regular  tribunals 
of  justice,  and  through  the  verdict  of  a  jury.  Ill  as  the  one 
were  often  constituted,  and  submissive  as  the  other  might 
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often  be  found,  they  afforded  something  more  of  a  guarantee, 
were  it  only  by  the  publicity  of  their  proceedings,  than  the 
dark  and  silent  divan  of  courtiers  and  prelates,  who  sat  in 
judgment  under  the  two  former  kings  of  the  house  of  Stuart. 
Though  the  bench  was  frequently  subservient,  the  bar  con- 
tamed  high-spirited  advocates,  whose  firm  defence  of  their 
clients  the  judges  often  reproved,  but  no  longer  affected  to 
punish.  The  press,  above  all,  was  in  continual  service.  An 
eagerness  to  peruse  cheap  and  ephemeral  tracts  on  all  subjects 
of  passing  interest  had  prevailed  ever  since  the  reformation. 
These  had  been  extraordinarily  multiplied  from  the  meeting 
of  the  long  parliament.  Some  thousand  pamphlets  of  different 
descriptions,  written  between  that  time  and  the  restoration, 
may  be  found  in  the  British  Museum  ;  and  no  collection  can 
be  supposed  to  be  perfect.  It  would  have  required  the  sum- 
mary process  and  stem  severity  of  the  court  of  star-chamber 
to  repress  this  torrent,  or  reduce  it  to  those  bounds  which  a 
government  is  apt  to  consider  as  secure.  But  the  measures 
taken  with  this  view  under  Charles  II.  require  to  be  distinctly 
noticed. 

In  the  reign  of  Henry  VIIL,  when  the  political  importance 
of  the  art  of  printing,  especially  in  the  great  ques- 
tion of  the  reformation,  heean  to  be  apprehended,  it  the*^r^ 

,,  'O  f^  ^     Rettrictiont 

was  thoufifht  necessarv  to  assume  an  absolute  control  upon  it 

c>^  .  J     before  and 

over  It,  partiv  by  the  kmar  s  gfeneral  prerogative,  and  •'^  ih« 
Still  more  by  virtue  ot  his  ecclesiastical  supremacy.* 
Thus  it  became  usual  to  grant  by  letters  patent  the  exclusive 
right  of  printing  the  Bible  or  religious  books,  and  afterwards 
all  others.  The  privilege  of  keeping  presses  was  limited  to 
the  members  of  the  stationers'  company,  who  were  bound  by 
regulations  established  in  the  reign  of  Mary  by  the  star- 

*  It  was  said  in  18  Car.  3.  (1666)  liberty  to  print  that  would."  1  Mod. 
that  **  the  king  by  the  common  law  hath  llep.  258.  Kennet  informs  us  that  se- 
a  general  prerogative  over  the  printing  veral  complaints  having  been  made,  of 
press ;  so  Uiat  none  ought  to  print  a  book  Lilly's  Grammar,  the  use  of  which  had 
for  public  use  without  his  license.**  This  been  prescribed  by  the  royal  ecclesiastical 
seems  however  to  have  been  in  the  argu-  supremacy,  it  was  thought  proper  in 
ment  of  counsel ;  but  the  court  held  that  1664  that  a  new  public  form  of  grammar 
a  patent  to  print  law-books  exclusively  should  be  drawn  up  and  approved  in  con- 
was  no  monopoly.  Carter*s  Reports,  89.  vocation,  to  be  enjoined  by  the  royal  au- 
**  Matters  of  state  and  things  that  con-  thority.  One  was  accordingly  brought 
oem  the  government,**  it  is  said  in  an-  in  by  Bishop  Pearson,  but  the  matter 
other  case,  "  were  never  left  to  any  man*s  dropped.     Life  of  Charles  II.  274. 

M  4 
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chamber,  for  the  contravention  of  which  they  incurred  the 
speedy  chastisement  of  that  vigilant  tribunal.  These  regu- 
lations not  only  limited  the  number  of  presses,  and  of  men 
who  should  be  employed  on  them,  but  subjected  new  pub- 
lications to  the  previous  inspection  of  a  licenser.  The  long 
parliament  did  not  hesitate  to  copy  this  precedent  of  a  tyranny 
they  had  overthrown ;  and  by  repeated  ordinances  against 
unlicensed  printing,  hindered,  as  far  as  in  them  lay,  this 
great  instrument  of  political  power  from  serving  the  purposes 
of  their  adversaries.  Every  government,  however  popular 
in  name  or  origin,  must  have  some  uneasiness  from  the  great 
mass  of  the  multitude,  some  vicissitudes  of  public  opinion  to 
apprehend ;  and  experience  shows  that  republics,  especially 
in  a  revolutionary  season,  shrink  as  instinctively,  and  some- 
times as  reasonably,  from  an  open  license  of  the  tongue  and 
pen,  as  the  most  jealous  court.  We  read  the  noble  apology 
of  Milton  for  the  freedom  of  the  press  with  admiration ;  but 
it  had  little  influence  on  the  parliament  to  whom  it  was 
addressed. 

It  might  easily  be  anticipated,  from  the  general  spirit  of 
ucentiDg  l^^d  Clarendon's  administration,  that  he  would  not 
*^^'  suffer  the  press  to  emancipate  itself  from  these  esta- 
blished shackles.*  A  bill  for  the  regulation  of  printing  failed 
in  1661,  from  the  commons' jealousy  of  the  peers,  who  had 
inserted  a  clause  exempting  their  own  houses  from  search,  t 
But  next  year  a  statute  was  enacted,  which,  reciting  ^*  the 
well-government  and  regulating  of  printers  and  printing-- 
presses  to  be  matter  of  public  care  and  concernment,  and  that 
by  the  general  licentiousness  of  the  late  times  many  evil- 
disposed  persons  had  been  encouraged  to  print  and  sell  here- 
tical and  seditious  books,"  prohibits  every  private  person 
from  printing  any  book  or  pamphlet,  unless  entered  with  the 
stationers'  company,  and  duly  licensed  in  the  following  man- 
ner :  to  wit,  books  of  law  by  the  chancellor  or  one  of  the 
chief-justices,  of  history  and  politics  by  tlie  secretary  of  state, 

*  We  find  an  order  of  council,  June  7.  *<  which  are  very  pernicious  to  monarchy, 

1660,  that  the  stationers*  company  do  and   injurious   to   his  mtgesty's  blessed 

seize  and  deliver  to  the  secretary  of  state  progenitors.**     Kennet*s  Register,  176. 

all  copies  of  Buchanan's  History  of  Scot-  Tliis  was  beginning  early. 
Und,  and  De  Jura  Regni  apud  Scotos,        f  Conunons' Journals,  July  29. 1661. 
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of  heraldry  by  the  kings  at  arms,  of  divinity,  physic,  or 
philosophy,  by  the  bishops  of  Canterbury  or  London,  or,  if 
printed  at  either  university,  by  its  chancellor.  The  number 
of  master-printers  was  limited  to  twenty :  they  were  to  give 
security,  to  affix  their  names,  and  to  declare  the  author,  if 
required  by  the  licenser.  The  king's  messengers,  by  warrant 
from  a  secretary  of  state,  or  the  master  and  wardens  of  the 
stationers'  company,  were  empowered  to  seize  unlicensed 
copies  wherever  they  should  think  fit  to  search  for  them, 
and,  in  case  they  should  find  any  unlicensed  book  suspected 
to  contain  matters  contrary  to  the  church  or  state,  they  were 
to  bring  them  to  the  two  bishops  before  mentioned,  or  one 
of  the  secretaries.  No  books  were  allowed  to  be  printed  out 
of  London,  except  in  York  and  in  the  universities.  The 
penalties  for  printing  without  Ucense  were  of  course  heavy.* 
This  act  was  only  to  last  three  years  ;  and  after  being  twice 
renewed  (the  last  time  until  the  conclusion  of  the  first  session 
of  the  next  parliament),  expired  consequently  in  1679 ;  an 
era  when  the  house  of  commons  were  happily  in  so  difierent 
a  temper  that  any  attempt  to  revive  it  must  have  proved  abor- 
tive. During  its  continuance,  the  business  of  licensing  books 
was  entrusted  to  sir  Roger  L'Estrange,  a  well-known  pamph- 
leteer  of  that  age,  and  himself  a  most  scurrilous  libeller  in 
behalf  of  the  party  he  espoused,  that  of  popery  and  despotic 
power.  It  is  hardly  necessary  to  remind  the  reader  of  the  ob- 
jections that  were  raised  to  one  or  two  lines  in  Paradise  Lost. 
Though  a  previous  license  ceased  to  be  necessary,  it  was 
held  by  all  the  judges,  having  met  for  this  purpose  poiuicai 
(if  we  believe  chief-justice  Scroggs),  by  the  king's  chSkS  by 
coimnand,  that  all  books  scandalous  to  the  govern-  '***J"**«*^ 
ment  or  to  private  persons  may  be  seized,  and  the  authors  or 
those  exposing  them  punished :  and  that  all  writers  of  false 
news,  though  not  scandalous  or  seditious,  are  indictable  on 
that  account,  t  But  in  a  subsequent  trial  he  informs  the  jury 
that,  "  when  by  the  king's  command  we  were  to  give  in  our 
opinion  what  was  to  be  done  in  point  of  regulation  of  the 
press,  we  did  all  subscribe  that  to  print  or  publish  any  news, 
books,  or  pamphlets  of  news  whatsoever,  is  illegal ;  that  it  is 

•  14  Car.  2.  c.  33.  f  State  Trials,  til  929, 
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a  manifest  intent  to  the  breach  of  the  peace,  and  they  may  be 
proceeded  against  by  law  as  an  illegal  thing.*  Suppose  now 
that  this  thing  is  not  scandalous,  what  then  ?  K  there  had 
been  no  reflection  in  this  book  at  all,  yet  it  is  UUcite  ;  and 
the  author  ought  to  be  convicted  for  it.  And  that  is  for  a 
public  notice  to  all  people,  and  especially  printers  and  book- 
sellers, that  they  ought  to  print  no  book  or  pamphlet  of  news 
whatsoever  without  authority/*  The  pretended  libel  in  this 
case  was  a  periodical  pamphlet,  entitled  the  Weekly  Pacquet 
of  Advice  from  Rome ;  being  rather  a  virulent  attack  on 
popery  than  serving  the  purpose  of  a  newspaper.  These 
extraordinary  propositions  were  so  far  from  being  loosely 
advanced,  that  the  court  of  king's  bench  proceeded  to  make 
an  order,  that  the  book  should  no  longer  be  printed  or  pub- 
lished by  any  person  whatsoever,  t  Such  an  order  was  evi- 
dently beyond  the  competence  of  that  court,  were  even  the 
prerogative  of  the  king  in  council  as  high  as  its  warmest 
advocates  could  strain  it.  It  formed  accordingly  one  article 
of  the  impeachment  voted  against  Scroggs  in  the  next  ses* 
sion.  X  Aiiother  was  for  issuing  general  warrants  (that  is, 
warrants  wherein  no  names  are  mentioned,)  to  seize  seditious 
libels  and  apprehend  their  authors.  §  But  this  impeachment 
having  fallen  to  the  ground,  no  check  was  put  to  general 
warrants,  at  least  from  the  secretary  of  state,  till  the  famous 
judgment  of  the  court  of  common  pleas  in  1763. 

Those  encroachments  on  the  legislative  supremacy  of  par- 
iniuncet  of  liamcut,  and  on  the  personal  rights  of  the  subject, 
ciamitiont    bv  mcaus  of  proclamations  issued  from  the  privy 

not  nuin&>  •»«•  «  * 

«•<>«•■  council,  which  had  rendered  former  princes  of  both 

*  This  declaration  of  the  Judges  is  re-  the  printing  of  news-books  and  pamph- 

corded  in  the  following  passage  of  the  lets  of  news  without  leave.**  Accordingly 

London  Gaxette,  May  5.  1680: — <*This  such  a  proclamation  appears  in  the  Ga- 

day  the  judges  made  their  report  to  his  sette  of  May  1 7. 

majesty  in  council,  in  pursuance  of  an  f  State   Trials,  viL  1127.;  viii.  184. 

order  of  this  board,  by  which  they  una-  197.     Even  North  seems  to  admit  that 

nimously  declare  that  his  majesty  may  thiswas  a  stretch  of  power.  £xamen,564. 

by  law  prohibit  the  printing  and  pub-  \  State  Trials,  viiL  163. 

lishing  of  all  news-books  and  pamphlets  §  It  seems  that  these  warrants,  though 

of  news  whatsoever  not  licensed  by  his  usual,  were  known  to  be  against  the  law. 

majesty's  autliority,  as  manifestly  tending  State    Trials,  vii.  949.  956.       Possibly 

to  the  breach  of  the  peace  and  disturb-  they  might  have  been  justified  under  th« 

ance  of  the  kingdom.     Whereupon  his  words  of  the  licensing  act,  while  that  was 

majesty  was  pleased  to  direct  a  procla-  in  force ;  and  having  been  thus  intio- 

mation  to  be  prepared  for  the  restraining  duced,  were  not  laid  aside. 


Cha.  IL-Xonstitution.]   FROM    HENRY  VII.  TO    GEORGE  II.    17 1 

the  Tudor  aad  Stuart  famOies  almost  arbitrary  masters  of 
their  people,  had  fallen  with  the  odious  tribunal  by  which 
diey  were  enforced.  The  king  was  restored  to  nothing  but 
what  the  law  had  preserved  to  him.  Few  instances  appear 
of  illegal  proclamations  in  his  reign.  One  of  these,  in 
1665,  required  all  officers  and  soldiers  who  had  served  in 
the  armies  of  the  late  usurped  powers  to  depart  the  cities  of 
London  and  Westminster,  and  not  to  return  within  twenty 
miles  of  them  before  the  November  following.  This  seems 
connected  with  the  well-grounded  apprehension  of  a  republican 
conspiracy.*  Another,  immediately  after  the  fire  of  London, 
directed  the  mode  in  which  houses  should  be  rebuilt,  and 
enjoined  the  lord  mayor  and  other  city  magistrates  to  pull 
down  whatsoever  obstinate  and  refractory  persons  might  pre- 
sume to  erect  upon  pretence  that  the  ground  was  their  own  ; 
and  especially  that  no  houses  of  timber  should  be  erected  for 
Ae  future.t  Though  the  public  benefit  of  this  last  restriction, 
and  of  some  regulations  as  to  the  rebuilding  of  a  city  which 
had  been  destroyed  in  great  measure  through  the  want  of 
them,  was  sufficiently  manifest,  it  is  impossible  to  justify  the 
tone  and  tenour  of  this  proclamation  ;  and  more  particularly 
as  the  meeting  of  parliament  was  very  near  at  hand.  But 
an  act  having  passed  therein  for  the  same  purpose,  the 
proclamation  must  be  considered  as  having  had  little  effect. 
Another  instance,  and  far  less  capable  of  extenuation,  is  a 
proclamation  for  shutting  up  coffee-houses,  in  December,  167^* 
I  have  already  mentioned  this  as  an  intended  measure  of  lord 
Clarendon.  Coffee-houses  were  all  at  that  time  subject  to  a 
license,  granted  by  the  magistrates  at  quarter-sessions.  But, 
the  licenses  having  been  granted  for  a  certain  time,  it  was 
justly  questioned  whether  they  could  in  any  manner  be  re- 
voked. This  proclamation  being  of  such  disputable  legality, 
the  judges,  according  to  North,  were  consulted,  and  intimating 
to  the  council  that  they  were  not  agreed  in  opinion  upon  the 
most  material  questions  submitted  to  them,  it  seemed  advisable 
to  recall  it.  t  In  this  essential  matter  of  proclamations,  there- 
fore, the  administration  of  Charles  II.  is  very  advantageously 

*  Kennet*s  Charlet  II.  877.  Kennet,  SS7.     Hume  of  course  pretends 

t  State  Trials,  vi.  837.  that  this  proclamation  would  hare  been 

I   Ralph,  397.    Korth^s  Examen,  139.     reckoned  legal  in  former  times. 
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compared  with  that  of  his  father ;  and,  considering  at  the 
same  time  the  entire  cessation  of  impositions  of  money  with- 
out consent  of  parliament,  we  must  admit  that,  however  dark 
might  be  his  designs,  there  were  no  such  general  infringe- 
ments of  public  liberty  in  his  reign  as  had  continually  occurred 
before  the  long  parliament. 

One  undeniable  fundamental  privilege  had  survived  the 
shocks  of  every  revolution  ;  and  in  the  worst  times,  except 
those  of  the  late  usurpation,  had  been  the  standing  record  of 
primeval  liberty — the  trial  by  jury :  whatever  infringement 
had  been  made  on  this,  in  many  cases  of  misdemeanour,  by 
the  present  jurisdiction  of  the  star-chamber,  it  was  impossible, 
after  the  bold  reformers  of  1641  had  lopped  off  that  unsightly 
excrescence  from  the  constitution,  to  prevent  a  criminal  charge 
from  passing  the  legal  course  of  investigation  through  the 
inquest  of  a  grand  jury,  and  the  verdict  in  open  court  of  a 
petty  jury.  But  the  judges,  and  other  ministers  of  justice, 
for  the  sake  of  their  own  authority  or  that  of  the  crown, 
devised  various  means  of  subjecting  juries  to  their  own  direc- 
tion, by  intimidation,  by  unfair  returns  of  the  pannel,  or  by 
narrowing  the  boundaries  of  their  lawful  function.  It  is  said 
juriw  fined  to  have  been  the  practice  in  early  times,  as  I  have 
for  vcrdicu.  mentioned  from  sir  Thomas  Smith  in  another  place, 
to  fine  juries  for  returning  verdicts  against  the  direction  of 
the  court,  even  as  to  matter  of  evidence,  or  to  summon  them 
before  the  star-chamber.  It  seems  that  instances  of  this  kind 
were  not  very  numerous  after  the  accession  of  Elizabeth;  yet 
a  small  number  occur  in  our  books  of  reports.  They  were 
probably  sufficient  to  keep  juries  in  much  awe.  But  after 
the  restoration,  two  judges,  Hyde  and  Keeling,  successively 
chief-justices  of  the  king's  bench,  took  on  them  to  exercise  a 
pretended  power,  which  had  at  least  been  intermitted  in  the 
time  of  the  commonwealth.  The  grand  jury  of  Somerset 
having  found  a  bill  for  manslaughter  instead  of  murder, 
against  the  advice  of  the  latter  judge,  were  summoned  before 
the  court  of  king's  bench,  and  dismissed  with  a  reprimand 
instead  of  a  fine.*^     In  other  cases  fines  were  set  on  petty 

*  <*  Sir  Hugh  Wyndham  and  others  J.  Keeling,  to  appear  at  the  K.  B.  the 
4>f  the  grand  jury  of  Somerset  were  at  first  day  of  this  term,  to  answer  a  misde- 
the  last  assizes  bound  over,  by  lord  Ch.     meanour  for  finding  upon  a  bill  of  murder. 
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juries  for  acquittals  against  the  judge's  direction.  This  un- 
usual and  dangerous  inroad  on  so  important  a  right  attracted 
the  notice  of  the  house  of  commons ;  and  a  committee  was 
appointed,  who  reported  some  strong  resolutions  against 
Keeling  for  illegal  and  arbitrary  proceedings  in  his  office,  the 
last  of  which  was,  that  he  be  brought  to  trial,  in  order  to 
condign  punishment,  in  such  manner  as  the  house  should 
deem  expedient.  But  the  chief  justice,  having  requested  to 
be  heard  at  the  bar,  so  far  extenuated  his  offence  that  the 
house,  after  resolving  that  the  practice  of  fining  or  imprison- 
ing jurors  is  illegal,  came  to  a  second  resolution  to  proceed 
no  farther  against  him.* 

The  precedents,  however,  which  these  judges  endeavoured 
to  establish,  were  repelled  in  a  more  decisive  manner 
than  by  a  resolution  of  the  house  of  commons.  For  ^r  ri^ht 
in  two  cases,  where  the  fines  thus  imposed  upon  ag?nei!i!i 
jurors  had  been  estreated  into  the  exchequer,  Hale, 
then  chief  baron,  with  the  advice  of  most  of  the  judges  of 
England,  as  he  informs  us,  stayed  process ;  and  in  a  subse- 
quent case  it  was  resolved  by  all  the  judges,  except  one,  that 
it  was  against  law  to  finea  jury  for  giving  a  verdict  contrary 
to  the  court's  direction.     Yet  notwithstanding  this  very  recent 
determination,  the  recorder  of  London,  in  I67O,  upon  the 
acquittal  of  the  quakers,  Penn  and  Mead,  on  an  indictment 
for  an  unlawful  assembly,  imposed  a  fine  of  forty  marks  on 
each  of  the  jury.t   Bushell,  one  of  their  number,  being  com- 
mitted for  non-payment  of  this  fine,  sued  his  writ  of  habeas 
corpus  from  the  court  of  common  pleas  ;  and,  on  the  return 
made,  that   he   had  been  committed  for  finding  a  verdict 

*  billa  vera  quoad  manslaughter,'  against  though  it  be  not  vera,  yet  it  answers 

the  directions  of  the  judge.     Upon  their  their  oaths  to  present  it.     Twisden  said 

appearance  they  were  told  by  the  court,  he  had  known  petty  juries  punished  in 

being  fiiU,  that  it  was  a  misdemeanour  in  my  lord  chief-justice  Hyde*s  time,  for 

them,  for  they  are  not  to  distinguish  be-  disobeying  of  the  judge's  directions  in 

twixt  murder  and  manslaughter ;  for  it  is  point   of  law.     But,  because  it  was  a 

only  the  circumstance  of  malice  which  mistake  in  their  judgments  rather  than 

makes  the  dilTerence,  and  that  may  be  im-  an  obstinacy,  the  court  discharged  them 

plied  by  the  law,  without  any  fact  at  all,  without  any  fine  or  other  attendance." 

and  so  it  lies  not  in  the  judgment  of  a  Pasch.  1 9  Car.  2.   Keeling,  Ch.  J.  Twis- 

jury,  but  of  the  judge ;  that  the  intention  den,  Wyndham,  Morton,  justices.     Har- 

of  their  finding  indictments  is,  that  there  grave  MSS.,  vol.  339. 
might  be  no  malicious  prosecution  ;  and         *  Journals,  16th  Oct.  1667. 
therefore,  if  the  matter  of  the  indictment        f  State  Trials,  vi.  967. 
be  not  framed  of  malice,  but  is  verisimilis. 
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against  full  and  manifest  evidence,  and  against  the  direction 
of  the  court,  chief  justice  Vaughan  held  the  ground  to  be 
insufficient,  and  discharged  the  party.  In  his  reported  judg- 
ment on  this  occasion,  he  maintains  the  practice  of  fining 
jurors,  merely  on  this  account,  to  be  comparatively  recent, 
and  clearly  against  law.*  No  later  instance  of  it  is  recorded; 
and  perhaps  it  can  only  be  ascribed  to  the  violence  that  still 
prevailed  in  the  house  of  commons  against  non-conformists, 
that  the  recorder  escaped  its  animadversion. 

In  this  judgment  of  the  chief-justice  Vaughan,  he  was  led 
to  enter  on  a  question  much  controverted  in  later  times,  the 
legal  right  of  the  jury,  without  the  direction  of  the  judge,  to 
find  a  general  verdict  in  criminal  cases,  where  it  determines 
not  only  the  truth  of  the  facts  as  deposed,  but  their  quality  of 
guilt  or  innocence ;  or,  as  it  is  commonly,  though  not  per- 
haps quite  accurately  worded,  to  judge  of  the  law  as  well  as 
the  fact.     It  is  a  received  maxim  with  us,  that  the  judge 
cannot  decide  on  questions  of  fact,  nor  the  jury  on  those  of 
law.  Whenever  the  general  principle,  or  what  may  be  termed 
the  major  proposition  of  the  syllogism,  which  every  litigated 
case  contains,  can  be  extracted  from  the  particular  circum- 
stances to  which  it  is  supposed  to  apply,  the  court  pronounce 
their  own  determination,  without  reference  to  a  jury.     The 
province  of  the  latter,  however,  though  it  properly  extend 
not  to  any  general  decision  of  the  law,  is  certainly  not  bounded, 
at  least  in  modem  times,  to  a  mere  estimate  of  the  truth  of 
testimony.    The  intention  of  the  litigant  parties  in  civil  mat- 
ters, of  the  accused  in  crimes,  is  in  every  case  a  matter  of 
inference  from  the  testimony  or  from  the  acknowledged  facts 
of  the  case ;  and  wherever  that  intention  is  material  to  the 
issue,  is  constantly  left  for  the  jury's  deliberation.   There  are 
indeed  rules  in  criminal  proceedings  which  supersede  this 
consideration ;   and  where,  as  it  is  expressed,  the  law  pre- 
sumes the  intention  in  determining  the  offence.    Thus,  in  the 
common  instance  of  murder  or  manslaughter,  the  jury  cannot 
legally  determine  that  provocation  to  be  sufficient,  which  by 
the  settled  rules  of  law  is  otherwise ;  nor  can  they,  in  any 
case,  set  up  novel  and  arbitrary  constructions  of  their  own 

•  Vaughan*8   Reports.     State  Trials,  v.  999. 
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without  a  disregard  of  their  duty.  Unfortunately  it  has  been 
sometiines  the  disposition  of  judges  to  claim  to  themselves 
the  absolute  interpretation  of  facts,  and  the  exclusive  right  of 
drawing  inferences  from  them,  as  it  has  occasionally,  though 
not  perhaps  with  so  much  danger,  been  the  failing  of  juries 
to  make  their  right  of  returning  a  general  verdict  subservient 
to  faction  or  prejudice.  Vaughan  did  not  of  course  mean  to 
encourage  any  petulance  in  juries  that  should  lead  them  to 
pronounce  on  the  law,  nor  does  he  expatiate  so  largely  on 
their  power  as  has  sometimes  since  been  usual ;  but  confines 
himself  to  a  narrow,  though  conclusive  line  of  argument,  that 
as  every  issue  of  fact  must  be  supported  by  testimony,  upon 
the  truth  of  which  the  jury  are  exclusively  to  decide,  they 
cannot  be  guilty  of  any  legal  misdemeanour  in  returning  their 
verdict,  though  apparently  against  the  direction  of  the  court 
in  point  of  law;  since  it  cannot  ever  be  proved  that  they 
believed  the  evidence  upon  which  that  direction  must  have 
rested.* 

I  have  already  pointed  out  to  the  reader's  notice  that  arti- 
cle of  Clarendon's  impeachment,  which  chargfes  him 
with  having  caused  many  persons  to  be  imprisoned  corpus  act 
against  law.t  These  were  released  by  the  duke  of 
Buckingham's  administration,  which  in  several  respects  acted 
on  a  more  liberal  principle  than  any  other  in  this  reign.  The 
practice  was  not  however  wholly  discontinued.  Jenkes,  a 
citizen  of  London  on  the  popular  or  factious  side,  having  been 
committed  by  the  king  in  council  for  a  mutinous  speech  in 
Guildhall,  the  justices  at  quarter  sessions  refused  to  admit 
him  to  bail,  on  pretence  that  he  had  been  committed  by  a 
superior  court ;  or  to  try  him,  because  he  was  not  entered  in 
the  calendar  of  prisoners.  The  chancellor,  on  application  for 
a  habeas  corpus,  declined  to  issue  it  during  the  vacation  ;  and 
the  chief  justice  of  the  king's  bench,  to  whom,  in  the  next 
place,  the  friends  of  Jenkes  had  recourse,  made  so  many  dif- 
ficulties that  he  lay  in  prison  for  several  weeks,  t      This  has 

*  See  Hargrave**  judicious  obsenra-  (July  7.  1667),  "is  a  most  lamentable 

tions  on  the  provinee  of  juries.     State  thing  that  xre  do  professedly  own  that 

Trials,  vi.  1013.  we  do  these  things,  not  for  right  and 

f  Those  who  were  con6ned  by  war-  justice*  sake,  but  only  to  gratify  this  or 

rants  were  ibrced  to  buy  their  liberty  of  that  person  about  the  king.** 
the  courtiers;    «•  Which,"   says    Pepys         |  SUte  Trials,  ti.  1189, 
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been  commonly  said  to  have  produced  the  famous  act  of 
habeas  corpus.     But  this  is  not  truly  stated.      The  arbitrary 
proceedings  of  lord  Clarendon  were  what  really  gave  rise  to 
it.    A  bill  to  prevent  the  refusal  of  the  writ  of  habeas  corpus 
was  brought  into  the  house  on  April  10.   1668,  but  did  not 
pass  the  committee  in  that  session.*     But  another  to  the 
same  purpose,  probably  more  remedial,  was  sent  up  to  the 
lords  in  March,  l669-70.t   It  failed  of  success  in  the  upper 
house ;  but  the  commons  continued  to  repeat  their  struggle 
for  this  important  measure,  and  in  the  session  of  1673--4 
passed  two  bills,  one  to  prevent  the  imprisonment  of  the 
subject  in  gaols  beyond  the  seas,  another  to  give  a  more 
expeditious  use  of   the  writ  of  habeas  corpus  in  criminal 
matters,  t    The  same  or  similar  bills  appear  to  have  gone  up 
to  the  lords  in  167^«     It  was  not  till  I676,  that  the  delay 
of  Jenkes's  habeas  corpus  took  place.    And  this  affair  seems 
to  have  had  so  trifling  an  influence  that  these  bills  were  not 
revived  for  the  next  two  years,  notwithstanding  the  tempests 
that  agitated  the  house  during  that  period.  §  But  in  the  short 
parliament  of  1679»  they  appear  to  have  been  consolidated 
into  one,  that  having  met  with  better  success  among  the  lords, 
passed  into  a  statute,  and  is  generally  denominated  the  habeas 
corpus  act 


*  Commons*  Journals.     As  the  titles  controverted  authority  of  the  secretary 

only  of  these  bills  are  entered  in  the  of  state.     As  to  the  privy  council,  it  is 

Journals,  their  purport  cannot  be  stated  not  doubted,  I  believe,  that  they  may 

with  absolute  certainty.      They  might,  commit.     But  it  has  been  held,  even  in 

however,  I  suppose,  be  found  in  some  of  the  worst  of  times,   that    a  warrant   of 

the  offices.  commitment  under  the  king's  own  band, 

t  ParL  Hist.  661.  It  was  opposed  by  without  seal,  or  the  hand  of  any  secre- 

the  court.  tary,  or  officer  of  state,  or  justice,  is  bad. 

^  In   this  session,  Feb.   14.,  a  com-  S  Jac.  II.  B.  R.    2  Shower,  484. 

mittee  was  appointed  to  inspect  the  laws,  §  In  the  Parliamentary  History,  845., 

and  consider  how  the  king  may  commit  we  find  a  debate  on  the  petition  of  one 

any  subject  by  bis  immediate  warrant,  as  Harrington  to  the  commons,  in  1677, 

the  law  now  stands,  and  report  the  same  who  had  been  committed  to  close  custody 

to  the  house,  and  idso  how  the  law  now  by  the  council.     But  as  his  demeanour 

stands  touching  commitments  of  persons  was  alleged  to  have  been  disrespectful, 

by  the  council 'table.      Ralph  supposes  and  the  right  of  the  council  to  commit 

(p.  255.)  that  this  gave  rise  to  the  habeas  was  not  disputed,    and  especially  as  be 

corpus  act,  which  is  certainly  not  the  seems  to  have  been  at  liberty  when  the 

case.    The  statute  16  Car.  I.e.  10.  seems  debate  took  place,  no  proceedings  ensued, 

to  recognise  the  legality  of  commitments  though  the  commitment  had  not  been 

by  the  king's  special  warrant,  or  by  the  altogether  regular.   Ralph  (p.  314.)  com- 

privy  council,  or  some,  at  least,  of  its  ments  more  severely  on  the  behaviour  of 

members  singly  ;  and  probably  this,  with  the  house  than  was  necessary, 

long  usage,   is  sufficient  to  support  the  H  31  Car.  2.  c.  2. 


CoA.  IL— Constitution.]    FROM    HENRY  VII.    TO    GEORGE  II.   177 

It  is  a  very  common  mistake^  and  that  not  only  among 
foreigners,  but  many  from  whom  some  knowledge  of  our  con- 
stitutional laws  might  be  expected,  to  suppose  that  this  statute 
of  Charles  IL  enlarged  in  a  great  degree  our  liberties,  and 
forms  a  sort  of  epoch  in  their  history.  But  though  a  very 
beneficial  enactment,  and  eminently  remedial  in  many  cases 
of  illegal  imprisonment,  it  introduced  no  new  principle,  nor 
conferred  any  right  upon  the  subject.  From  the  earliest 
records  of  the  English  law,  no  freeman  could  be  detained  in 
prison,  except  upon  a  criminal  charge  or  conviction,  or  for  a 
civil  debt.  In  the  former  case,  it  was  always  in  his  power 
to  demand  of  the  court  of  king's  bench  a  writ  of  habeas  cor-* 
pus  ad  subjiciendum,  directed  to  the  person  detaining  him  in 
custody,  by  which  he  was  enjoined  to  bring  up  the  body  of 
the  prisoner,  with  the  warrant  of  commitment,  that  the 
court  might  judge  of  its  sufficiency,  and  remand  the  party, 
admit  him  to  bail,  or  discharge  him,  according  to  the  nature 
of  the  charge.  This  writ  issued  of  right,  and  could  not  be 
refused  by  the  court.  It  was  not  to  bestow  an  immunity 
from  arbitrary  imprisonment,  which  is  abundantly  provided 
in  Magna  Charta  (if  indeed  it  were  not  much  more  ancient), 
that  the  statute  of  Charles  II.  was  enacted ;  but  to  cut  off  the 
abuses,  by  which  the  government's  lust  of  power,  and  the 
servile  subtlety  of  crown  lawyers,  had  impaired  so  funda- 
mental a  privilege. 

There  had  been  some  doubts  whether  the  court  of  common 
pleas  could  issue  this  writ ;  and  the  court  of  exchequer  seems 
never  to  have  done  so.*  It  was  also  a  question,  and  one  of 
more  importance,  as  we  have  seen  in  tihe  case  of  Jenkes, 
whether  a  single  judge  of  the  court  of  king's  bench  could 
issue  it  during  the  vacation.  The  statute  therefore  enacts 
that  where  any  person,  other  than  persons  convicted  or  in 
execution  upon  legal  process,  stands  committed  for  any 
crime,  except  for  treason  or  felony  plainly  expressed  in  the 
warrant  of  commitment,  he  may  during  the  vacation  com- 
plain to  the  chancellor,  or  any  of  the  twelve  judges ;  who 
upon  sight  of  a  copy  of  the  warrant,  or  an  affidavit  that  a 

*  The  puisne  judges  of  the  oonomon    who  denied  the  court  to  have  that  power. 
pleas  granted  a  hab^  corpus,  against     Carter*s  Reports,  22 1  • 
the  opinion  of  chief  justice  Vaughan, 

VOL.  II.  N 
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copy  is  denied,  shall  award  a  habeas  coq)us  directed  to  the 
officer  in  whose  custody  the  party  shall  be,  commanding  him 
to  bring  up  the  body  of  his  prisoner  within  a  time  limited 
according  to  the  distance,  but  in  no  case  exceeding  twenty 
days,  who  shall  discharge  the  party  from  imprisonment, 
taking  surety  for  his  appearance  in  the  court  wherein  his 
offence  is  cognizable.  A  gaoler  refusing  a  copy  of  the  war- 
rant of  commitment,  or  not  obejdng  the  writ,  is  subjected  to 
a  penalty  of  100/. ;  and  even  the  judge  denying  a  habeas 
corpus,  when  required  according  to  this  act,  is  made  liable  to 
a  penalty  of  500Z.  at  the  suit  of  the  injured  party.  The 
court  of  king's  bench  had  already  been  accustomed  to  send 
out  their  writ  of  habeas  corpus  into  all  places  of  peculiar  and 
privileged  jurisdiction,  where  this  ordinary  process  does  not 
run,  and  even  to  the  island  of  Jersey,  beyond  the  strict  limits 
of  the  kingdom  of  England  * ;  and  this  power,  which  might 
admit  of  some  question,  is  sanctioned  by  a  declaratory  dause 
of  the  present  statute.  Another  section  enacts,  that  <*no 
subject  of  this  realm  that  now  is,  or  hereafter  shall  be,  an  in- 
habitant or  resiant  of  this  kingdom  of  England,  dominion  of 
Wales,  or  town  of  Berwick-upon-Tweed,  shall  be  sent  pri- 
soner into  Scotland,  Ireland,  Jersey,  Guernsey,  Tangier,  or 
into  parts,  garrisons,  islands,  or  places  beyond  the  seas, 
which  are,  or  at  any  time  hereafter  shall  be,  within  or  with- 
out the  dominions  of  his  majesty,  his  heirs,  or  successors," 
under  penalties  of  the  heaviest  nature  short  of  death  which 
the  law  then  knew,  and  an  incapacity  of  receiving  the  king's 
pardon.  The  great  rank  of  those  who  were  likely  to  offend 
against  this  part  of  the  statute  was,  doubtless,  the  cause  of 
this  unusual  severity. 

But  as  it  might  still  be  practicable  to  evade  these  remedial 
provisions  by  expressing  some  matter  of  treason  or  felony 
in  the  warrant  of  commitment,  the  judges  not  being  em- 
powered to  enquire  into  the  truth  of  the  facts  contained  in  it, 
a  further  security  against  any  protracted  detention  of  an 
innocent  man  is  afforded  by  a  provision  of  great  importance ; 

*  The  court  of  king*s  bench  directed  a  had  been  confined  there   several  years, 

habeas  corpus  to  the  governor  of  Jersey,  Siderfin^s  Reports,  S86.     This    vas    in 

to  bring  up  the  body  of  Overton,  a  well-  1668,  after  the  fall  of  Clarendon,  when  a 

known  officer  of  the  commonwealth,  who  less  despotic  system  was  introduced. 
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that  every  person  committed  for  treason  or  felony,  plainly 
and  specially  expressed  in  the  warrant,  may,  unless  he  shall 
be  indicted  in  the  next  term,  or  at  the  next  sessions  of  gene- 
ral gaol  delivery  after  his  commitment,  be,  on  prayer  to  the 
court,  released  upon  bail,  unless  it  shall  appear  that  the 
crown's  witnesses  could  not  be  produced  at  that  time ;  and  if 
he  shall  not  be  indicted  and  tried  in  the  second  term  or  ses- 
sions of  gaol  delivery,  he  shall  be  discharged. 

The  remedies  of  the  habeas  corpus  act  are  so  effectual  that 
no  man  can  possibly  endure  any  long  imprisonment  on  a 
criminal  charge,  nor  would  any  minister  venture  to  exercise  a 
sort  of  oppression  so  dangerous  to  himself.  But  it  should 
be  observed  that,  as  the  statute  is  only  applicable  to  cases  of 
commitment  on  such  a  charge,  every  other  species  of  re- 
straint on  personal  liberty  is  left  to  the  ordinary  remedy  as  it 
subsisted  before  this  enactment.  Thus  a  party  detained  with- 
out any  warrant  must  sue  out  his  habeas  corpus  at  common 
law  ;  and  this  is  at  present  the  more  usual  occurrence.  But 
the  judges  of  the  king's  bench,  since  the  statute,  have  been 
accustomed  to  issue  this  writ  during  the  vacation  in  all  cases 
whatsoever.  A  sensible  difficulty  has,  however,  been  some- 
times felt,  from  their  incompetency  to  judge  of  the  truth  of  a 
return  made  to  the  writ.  For,  diough  in  cases  within  the 
statute  the  prisoner  may  always  look  to  his  legal  discharge 
at  the  next  sessions  of  gaol  delivery,  the  same  redress  might 
not  always  be  obtained  when  he  is  not  in  custody  of  a  com- 
mon gaoler.  If  the  person  therefore  who  detains  any  one  in 
custody  should  think  fit  to  make  a  return  to  the  writ  of 
habeas  corpus,  alleging  matter  sufficient  to  justify  the  party's 
restraint,  yet  false  in  fact,  there  would  be  no  means,  at  least 
by  this  summary  process,  of  obtaining  relief.  An  attempt 
was  made  in  17^7>  ^f^i*  ^^  examination  of  the  judges  by  the 
house  of  lords  as  to  the  extent  and  efficiency  of  the  habeas 
corpus  at  common  law,  to  render  their  jurisdiction  more 
remedial.*  It  failed,  however,  for  the  time,  of  success  ;  but 
a  statute  has  recently  been  enacted  t,  which  not  only  extends 

*  Sec  the  lords*  questions  and  answers  out  of  a  case  of  impressment,  where  Uie 

of  the  judges  in  Pari.  Hist.  xy.  898. ;  or  expeditious  remedy  of  habeas  corpus  is 

Bacon*s  Abridgment,  tit.  Habeas  Corpus ;  eminently  necessary, 

also  Wilmot^s  Judgments,  81.    This  arose  f  56  G.  III.  c.  100. 

n2 
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the  power  of  issuing  the  writ  during  the  vacation,  in  cases 
not  within  the  act  of  Charles  II.,  to  all  the  judges,  but 
enables  the  judge,  before  whom  the  writ  is  returned,  to  en- 
quire into  the  truth  of  the  facts  alleged  therein,  and  in  case 
^ey  shall  seem  to  him  doubtful,  to  release  the  party  in  cus- 
tody, on  giving  surety  to  appear  in  the  court  to  which  such 
judge  shall  belong,  on  some  day  in  the  ensuing  term,  when 
the  court  may  examine  by  affidavit  into  the  trudi  of  the  facts 
alleged  in  the  return,  and  either  remand  or  discharge  the 
party,  according  to  their  discretion.  It  is  also  declared  that 
a  writ  of  habeas  corpus  shall  run  to  any  harbour  or  road  on 
the  coast  of  England,  though  out  of  the  body  of  any  county  ; 
in  order,  I  presume,  to  obviate  doubts  as  to  the  effects  of  this 
remedy  in  a  kind  of  illegal  detention,  more  likely  perhaps 
than  any  other  to  occur  in  modern  times,  on  board  of  vessels 
upon  the  coast.  Except  a  few  of  this  description,  it  is  very 
rare  for  a  habeas  corpus  to  be  required  in  any  case  where  the 
government  can  be  presumed  to  have  an  interest. 

The  reign  of  Charles  II.  was  hardly  more  remarkable  by 
Differencei  ^^e  vigilauce  of  the  house  of  commons  against  arbi- 
i^S^  trary  prerogative  than  by  the  warfare  it  waged 
*°"°*™**'  against  whatever  seemed  an  encroachment  or  usurp- 
ation in  the  other  house  of  parliament.  It  has  been  a  peculiar 
happiness  of  our  constitution  that  such  dissensions  have  so 
rarely  occurred.  I  cannot  recollect  any  republican  govern- 
ment, ancient  or  modern  (except  perhaps  some  of  the  Dutch 
provinces),  where  hereditary  and  democratical  authority  have 
been  amalgamated  so  as  to  preserve  both  in  effect  and  in- 
fluence, without  continual  dissatisfaction  and  reciprocal  en- 
croachments ;  for  though,  in  the  most  tranquil  and  prosperous 
season  of  the  Roman  state,  one  consul,  and  some  magistrates 
of  less  importance,  were  invariably  elected  from  the  patrician 
families,  these  latter  did  not  form  a  corporation,  nor  had 
any  collective  authority  in  the  government.  The  history  of 
monarchies,  including  of  course  all  states  where  the  princi- 
pality is  lodged  in  a  single  person,  that  have  admitted  the 
aristocratical  and  popular  temperaments  at  the  same  time, 
bears  frequent  witness  to  the  same  jealous  or  usurping 
spirit.  Yet  monarchy  is  unquestionably  more  favourable  to 
the  co-existence  of  an  hereditary  body  of  nobles  with  a  re- 
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presentation  of  the  commons  than  any  other  form  of  com- 
monwealth ;  and  it  is  to  the  high  prerogative  of  the  English 
crown,  its  exclusive  disposal  of  offices  of  trust,  which  are  the 
ordinary  subjects  of  contention,  its  power  of  putting  a  stop  to 
parliamentary  disputes  by  a  dissolution,  and,  above  all,  to 
the  necessity  which  both  the  peers  and  the  commons  have 
often  felt,  of  a  mutual  good  understanding  for  the  main- 
tenance of  their  privileges,  that  we  must  in  a  great  measure 
attribute  the  general  harmony,  or  at  least  the  absence  of  open 
schism,  between  the  two  houses  of  parliament.  This  is, 
however,  still  more  owing  to  the  happy  graduation  of  ranks, 
which  renders  the  elder  and  the  younger  sons  of  our  nobility 
two  links  in  the  unsevered  chain  of  society ;  the  one  trained 
in  the  school  of  popular  rights,  and  accustomed,  for  a  long 
portion  of  their  lives,  to  regard  the  privileges  of  the  house 
whereof  they  form  a  part,  full  as  much  as  those  of  their 
ancestors  * ;  the  other  falling  without  hereditary  distinction 
into  the  class  of  other  commoners,  and  mingling  the  senti- 
ments natural  to  their  birth  and  family  affections,  with  those 
that  are  more  congenial  to  the  whole  community.  It  is 
owing  also  to  the  wealth  and  dignity  of  those  ancient  families, 
who  would  be  styled  noble  in  any  other  country,  and  who 
give  an  aristocratical  character  to  the  popular  part  of  our 
legislature,  and  to  the  influence  which  the  peers  themselves, 
through  the  representation  of  small  boroughs,  are  enabled  to 
exercise  over  the  lower  house. 

The  original  constitution  of  England  was  highly  aristo- 
cratical.    The  peers  of  this  realm,  when  summoned 
to  parliament  (and  on  such  occasions  every  peer    powm  of 
was  entitled  to  his  writ),  were  the  necessary  coun*    fjJJI^""' 
sellors  and  coadjutors  of  the  king  in  all  the  func- 

*  It  was  ordered,  21st  Jan.  1549,  that  can  fail  to  acknowledge,  in  binding  to- 

the  eldest  son  of  the  earl  of   Bedford  gether  the  two  branches  of  the  legislature, 

should  continue  in  the  house  after  his  and  in  keeping  alive  the  sympathy  for 

lather    had   succeeded  to  the  peerage,  public  and  popular  rights  in  the  English 

And,  9th  Feb.  1575,  that  his  son  should  nobility,  (that  sensus  communis,  which 

do  so,  *'  according  to  the  precedent  in  the  poet  thought  so  rare  in  high  rank,) 

the  like  ease  of  the  now  earl  his  father."  is  first  recorded,  and  that  twice  over,  in 

It  is  worthy  of  notice  that  this  deter-  behalf  of  a  family,  in  whom  the  love  of 

minatton,  which,  at  the  time,  seems  to  constitutional  freedom  has  become  here- 

have  been  thought  doubtful,  though  very  ditary,  and  who  may  be  justly  said  to 

unreasonably  (Journals,  10th  Feb.),  but  have  deserved,  like  the  Valerii  at  Rome, 

which  has  had  an  influence  which  no  one  the  surname  of  Publicolv. 
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tions  that  appertain  to  a  government.  In  granting  money  for 
the  public  service,  in  changing  by  permanent  statutes  the 
course  of  the  common  law,  they  could  only  act  in  conjunction 
with  the  knights,  citizens,  and  burgesses  of  the  lower  house 
of  parliament.  In  redress  of  grievances,  whether  of  so  pri- 
vate a  nature  as  to  affect  only  single  persons  or  extending  to 
a  county  or  hundred,  whether  proceeding  from  the  injustice 
of  public  officers  or  of  powerful  individuals,  whether  de« 
manding  punishment  as  crimes  against  the  state,  or  merely 
restitution  and  damages  to  the  injured  party,  the  lords  as- 
sembled in  parliament  were  competent,  as  we  find  in  our 
records,  to  exercise  the  same  high  powers,  if  they  were  not 
even  more  extensive  and  remedial,  as  the  king's  ordinary 
council,  composed  of  his  great  officers,  his  judges,  and  per- 
haps some  peers,  was  wont  to  do  in  the  intervals  of  par- 
liament. These  two,  the  lords  and  the  privy  council,  seem  to 
have  formed,  in  the  session,  one  body  or  great  council,  wherein 
the  latter  had  originally  right  of  suffrage  along  with  the 
former.  In  this  judicial  and  executive  authority,  the  commons 
had  at  no  time  any  more  pretence  to  interfere  than  the  coun- 
cil or  the  lords  by  themselves,  had  to  make  ordinances,  at 
least  of  a  general  and  permanent  nature,  which  should  bind 
the  subject  to  obedience.  At  the  beginning  of  every  parliament 
numerous  petitions  were  presented  to  the  lords,  or  to  the 
king  and  lords,  (since  he  was  frequently  there  in  person,  and 
always  presumed  to  be  so,)  complaining  of  civil  injuries  and 
abuse  of  power.  These  were  generally  indorsed  by  appointed 
receivers  of  petitions,  and  returned  by  them  to  the  proper 
court  whence  relief  was  to  be  sought.*  For  an  inmiediate 
enquiry  and  remedy  seem  to  have  been  rarely  granted,  except 
in  cases  of  an  extraordinary  nature,  when  the  law  was  defec- 
tive, or  could  not  easily  be  enforced  by  the  ordinary  tribunals  ; 
the  shortness  of  sessions,  and  multiplicity  of  af&irs,  pre- 
venting the  upper  house  of  parliament  from  entering  so 
fully  into  these  matters  as  the  king's  council  had  leisure 
to  do- 
lt might  perhaps  be  well  questioned,  notwithstanding  the 

*  The  form  of  appointing   receivers  discontinued  without    a   debate   in  the 

and   tryers  of  petitions,   though  inter-  house  of  lords,  and  a  difision,  in  1740. 

mitted  during  the  reign  of  William  III.,  ParL  Hist  xi.  1013. 
was  revived  afterwards,  and  finally  not 
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respectable  opinion  of  sir  M.  Hale,  whether  the  statutes 
directed  against  the  prosecution  of  civil  and  criminal  suits 
before  the  council  are  so  worded  as  to  exclude  the  original 
jurisdiction  of  the  house  of  lords,  though  their  principle  is 
very  adverse  to  it  But  it  is  remarkable  that,  so  far  as  the 
lords  themselves  could  allege  from  the  rolls  of  parliament, 
one  only  instance  occurs  between  4  Hen,  IV,  (1403)  and 
43  Eliz.  (1602)  where  their  house  had  entered  upon  any 
petition  in  the  nature  of  an  original  suit;  though  in  that 
(I  Ed.  IV.  1461)  they  had  certainly  taken  on  them  to  deter- 
mine a  question  cognizable  in  the  common  courts  of  justice. 
For  a  distinction  seems  to  have  been  generally  made  between 
cases  where  relief  might  be  had  in  the  courts  below,  as  to 
which  it  is  contended  by  Hale  that  the  lords  could  not  have 
jurisdiction,  and  those  where  the  injured  party  was  without 
remedy,  either  through  defect  of  the  law,  or  such  excessive 
power  of  the  aggressor  as  could  defy  the  ordinary  process. 
During  the  latter  part  at  least  of  this  long  interval,  the  council 
and  court  of  star-chamber  were  in  all  their  vigour,  to  which 
the  intermission  of  parliamentary  judicature  may  in  a  great 
measure  be  ascribed.  It  was  owing  also  to  the  longer  inter- 
vals between  parliaments  from  the  time  of  Henry  VI.,  ex- 
tending sometimes  to  five  or  six  years,  which  rendered  the 
redress  of  private  wrongs  by  their  means  inconvenient  and 
uncertain.  In  1621  and  1624,  the  lords,  grown  bold  by 
the  general  disposition  in  favour  of  parliamentary  rights, 
made  orders  without  hesitation  on  private  petitions  of  an 
original  nature.  They  continued  to  exercise  this  jurisdiction 
in  the  first  parliaments  of  Charles  I. ;  and  in  one  instance, 
that  of  a  riot  at  Banbury,  even  assumed  the  power  of  punish- 
ing a  misdemeanor  unconnected  with  privilege.  In  the  long 
parliament,  it  may  be  supposed  that  they  did  not  abandon 
this  encroachment,  as  it  seems  to  have  been,  on  the  royal  au- 
thority, extending  their  orders  both  to  the  punishment  of 
misdemeanors  and  to  the  awarding  of  damages.  * 

The  ultimate  jurisdiction  of  the  house  of  lords,  either  by 
removing  into  it  causes  commenced  in  the  lower  courts,  or 
by  writ  of  error  complaining  of  a  judgment  given  therein, 
seems  to  have  been  as  ancient,  and  founded  on  the  same  prin- 

*  Hargrave,  p.  60.     The  proofs  are  in  the  Lords*  Journals. 
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ciple  of  a  paramount  judicial  authority  delegated  by  the 
crown,  as  that  which  they  exercised  upon  original  petitions. 
It  is  to  be  observed  that  the  council  or  star-chamber  did  not 
pretend  to  any  direct  jurisdiction  of  this  nature ;  no  record 
was  ever  removed  thither  upon  assignment  of  errors  in  an 
inferior  court.  But  after  the  first  part  of  the  fifteenth  cen- 
tury, there  was  a  considerable  interval,  during  which  this 
appellant  jurisdiction  of  the  lords  seems  to  have  gone  into 
disuse,  though  probably  known  to  be  legal.*  They  began 
again,  about  1580,  to  receive  writs  of  error  from  the  court 
of  king's  bench ;  though  for  forty  years  more  the  instances 
were  by  no  means  numerous.  But  the  statute  passed  in  1585, 
constituting  the  court  of  exchequer-chamber  as  an  inter- 
mediate tribunal  of  appeal  between  the  king's  bench  and  the 
parliament,  recognises  the  jurisdiction  of  the  latter,  that  is,  of 
the  house  of  lords,  in  the  strongest  terms.t  To  this  power, 
therefore,  of  determining,  in  the  last  resort,  upon  writs  of 
error  from  the  courts  of  common  law,  no  objection  could 
possibly  be  maintained. 

The  revolutionary  ^irit  of  the  long  parliament  brought 

forward  still  higher  pretensions,  and  obscured  all  the 

tensions  '   laud-marks  of  constitutional  privilefi^e.    As  the  com- 

about  the  ,  ,  -  i»i  •  r 

nStorauon  ^^^^  *^^"^  ^^  themseivcs  to  direct  the  execution  of 
their  own  orders,  the  lords,  afraid  to  be  jostled  out 
of  that  equality  to  which  they  were  now  content  to  be  re- 
duced, asserted  a  similar  claim  at  the  expense  of  the  king's 
prerogative.  They  returned  to  their  own  house  on  the 
restoration  with  confused  notions  of  their  high  jurisdiction, 
rather  enhanced  than  abated  by  the  humiliation  they  had 
undergone.  Thus,  before  the  king's  arrival,  the  commons 
having  sent  up  for  their  concurrence  a  resolution  that  the 
persons  and  estates  of  the  regicides  should  be  seized,  the 
upper  house  deemed  it  an  encroachment  on  their  exclusive 
judicature,  and  changed  the  resolution  into  ^^an  order  of  the 

*  They  were  very  rare  after  the  acces*  inoonclusive ;  though  we  may  be  fully 

sion  of  Henry  V. ;  but  one  occurs   in  warranted  inasserting  that  from  Henry  V. 

10th  Hen.  VI.  1432,  with  which  Hale's  to  James  I.  there  was  very  little  exercise 

list  concludes.     Hargrave*s  Preface  to  of  judicial  power  in  parliament,  either 

Halc»  p.  7.     This  editor  justly  observes,  civilly  or  criminally, 

that  the  incomplete  state  of  the  votes  and  f  27  th  Eliz.  c.  8. 
early  joumalu  renders  the  negative  proof 
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lords  on  complaint  of  the  commons."  *  In  a  conference  on 
this  subject  between  the  two  houses,  the  commons  denied 
their  lordships  to  possess  an  exclusive  jurisdiction,  but  did 
not  press  that  matter,  t  But  in  fact  this  order  was  rather  of 
a  legislative  than  judicial  nature  ;  nor  could  the  lords  pretend 
to  any  jurisdiction  in  cases  of  treason.  They  artfully,  how- 
ever, overlooked  these  distinctions ;  and  made  orders  almost 
daily  in  the  session  of  1660,  trenching  on  the  executive 
power  and  that  of  the  inferior  courts.  Nor  content  with  or- 
dering the  estates  of  all  peers  to  be  restored,  free  from  seizure 
by  sequestration,  and  with  all  arrears  of  rent,  we  find  in  their 
journals  that  they  did  not  hesitate  on  petition  to  stay  waste  on 
the  estates  of  private  persons,  and  to  secure  the  tithes  of 
livings,  from  which  ministers  had  been  ejected,  in  the  hands 
of  the  churchwardens  till  their  tide  could  be  tried,  t  They 
acted,  in  short,  as  if  they  had  a  plenary  authority  in  matters 
of  freehold  right,  where  any  member  of  their  own  house 
was  a  party,  and  in  every  case  as  full  an  equitable  jurisdiction 
as  the  court  of  chancery.  Though  in  the  more  settled  state 
of  things  which  ensued,  these  anomalous  orders  do  not  so 
frequently  occur,  we  find  several  assumptions  of  power  which 
show  a  disposition  to  claim  as  much  as  the  circumstances  of 
any  particular  case  should  lead  them  to  think  expedient  for 
the  parties,  or  honourable  to  themselves.  § 

The  lower  house  of  parliament,  which  hardly  reckoned 
itself  lower  in  dignity,  and  was  something  more  than 
equal  in  substantial   power,  did  not  look  without  in!!deb?'the 
jealousy  on  these  pretensions.      Ihey  demurred  to  a 
privilege  asserted  by  the  lords  of  assessing  themselves  in 

*  Lords*  Journal,  May  1 8.  1 660.  Newport,  &c.  A  still  more  extraordinary 
f  Commons*  Journals,  May  22.  vote  was  passed  August  16.  LordMohun 
\  Lords*  Journals,  June  4.  6.  14.  20.  having  complained  of  one  Keigwin,  and 
22.  et  alibi  saepe.  '*  Upon  information  his  attorney  Danby,  for  suing  him  by 
given  that  some  person  in  the  late  times  common  process  in  Michaelmas  term, 
had  carried  away  goods  from  the  house  of  1651,  in  breach  of  privilege  of  peerage, 
the  earl  of  Northampton,  leave  was  given  the  house  voted  that  he  should  have 
to  the  said  earl,  by  his  servants  and  damages :  nothing  could  be  more  scan- 
agents,  to  make  diligent  and  narrow  daloualy  unjust,  and  against  the  spirit  of 
search  in  the  dwelling-houses  of  certain  the  bill  of  indemnity.  Three  presby- 
persons,  and  to  break  open  any  door  or  terian  peers  protested. 
trunk  that  shall  not  be  opened  in  obe-  §  They  resolved  in  the  case  of  the 
dience  to  the  order."  June  26.  The  like  earl  of  Pembroke,  Jan.  SO.  1678,  that 
order  was  made  next  day  for  the  marquis  the  single  testimony  of  a  commoner  is 
of  Winchester,  the  earls  of  Derby  and  not  sufficient  against  a  peer. 
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bills  of  direct  taxation  ;  and,  having  on  one  occasion  reluct- 
antly permitted  an  amendment  of  that  nature  to  pass,  took 
care  to  record  their  dissent  from  the  principle  by  a  special 
entry  in  the  journal.*  An  amendment  having  been  intro- 
duced into  a  bill  for  regulating  the  press,  sent  up  by  the 
commons  in  the  session  of  1661,  which  exempted  the  houses 
of  peers  from  search  for  unlicensed  books,  it  was  resolved 
not  to  agree  to  it;  and  the  bill  dropped  for  that  time.t 
Even  in  far  more  urgent  circumstances,  while  the  parliament 
sat  at  Oxford  in  the  year  of  the  plague,  a  bill  to  prevent  the 
progress  of  infection  was  lost,  because  the  lords  insisted  that 
their  houses  should  not  be  subjected  to  the  general  provisions 
for  security,  t  These  ill-judged  demonstrations  of  a  design 
to  exempt  themselves  from  that  equal  submission  to  the  law, 
which  is  required  in  all  well-governed  states,  and  had  ever 
been  remarkable  in  our  constitution,  naturally  raised  a  pre- 
judice against  the  lords,  both  in  the  other  house  of  parlia- 
ment, and  among  the  common  lawyers. 

This  half-suppressed  jealousy  soon  disclosed  itself  in  the 
Dupute  famous  controversy  betw^een  the  two  houses  about 
o^nauli'  the  case  of  Skinner  and  the  East  India  company. 
ri  ictioii,   rpj^jg  (jggg^jj  jjy  ^  petition  of  the  former  to  the  king, 

wherein  he  complained,  that  having  gone  as  a  merchant  to 
the  Indian  seas,  at  a  time  when  there  was  no  restriction  upon 
that  trade,  the  East  India  company's  agents  had  plundered 
his  property,  taken  away  his  ships,  and  dispossessed  him  of 
an  island  which  he  had  purchased  from  a  native  prince.  Con- 
ceiviug  that  he  could  have  no  sufficient  redress  in  the  ordi- 
nary courts  of  justice,  he  besought  his  sovereign  to  enforce 
reparation  by  some  other  means.  After  several  ineifectual 
attempts  by  a  committee  of  the  privy  council  to  bring  about 
a  compromise  between  the  parties,  the  king  transmitted  the 
documents  to  the  house  of  lords,  with  a  recommendation  to 
do  justice  to  the  petitioner.  They  proceeded  accordingly  to 
call  on  the  East  India  company  for  an  answer  to  Skinner's 
allegations.  The  company  gave  in  what  is  technically  called 
a  plea  to  the  jurisdiction,  which  the  house  over-ruled.  The 
defendants  then  pleaded  in  bar,  and  contrived  to  delay  the 

•  Journals,  Aug.  2.  and  15.  1660.  |  Id.  Oct.  31.  1665. 

t  Id.  July  29.  1661. 
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enquiry  into  the  facts  till  the  next  session  ;  when  the  pro- 
ceedings having  been  renewed,  and  the  plea  to  the  lords' 
jurisdiction  again  offered,  and  over-ruled,  judgment  was 
finally  given  ^at  the  East  India  company  should  pay  5000/. 
damages  to  Skinner. 

Meantime  the  company  had  presented  a  petition  to  the 
house  of  commons  against  the  proceedings  of  the  and  that  in 
lords  in  this  business.     It  was  referred  to  a  com-  SK?u*o?**" 
mittee,  who  had  already  been  appointed  to  consider  ^^^^' 
some  other  cases  of  a  like  nature.     They  made  a  report, 
which  produced  resolutions  to  this  effect ;  that  the  lords,  in 
taking  cognizance  of  an  original  complaint,  and  that  reliev- 
able  in  the  ordinary  course  of  law,  had  acted  illegally,  and  in 
a  manner  to  deprive  the  subject  of  the  benefit  of  the  law. 
The  lords  in  return  voted,  "  That  the  house  of  commons  en- 
tertaining the  scandalous  petition  of  the  East  India  company 
against  the  lords'  house  of  parliament,  and  their  proceedings, 
examinations  and  votes  thereupon  had   and   made,    are   a 
breach  of  the  privileges  of  the  house  of  peers,  and  contrary 
to  the  fair  correspondency  which  ought  to  be  between  the 
two  houses  of  parliament,  and  unexampled  in  former  times  ; 
and  that  the  house  of  peers,  taking  cognizance  of  the  cause 
of  Thomas  Skinner,  merchant,  a  person  highly  oppressed  and 
injured  in  East  India  by  the  governor  and  company  of  mer- 
chants trading  thither,  and  over-ruling  the  plea  of  the  said 
company,  and  adjudging  5000L  damages  thereupon  against 
the  said  governor  and  company,  is  agreeable  to  the  laws  of 
the  land,  and  well  warranted  by  the  law  and  custom  of  par- 
liament, and  justified  by  many  parliamentary  precedents  an- 
cient and  modern." 

Two  conferences  between  the  houses,  according  to  the 
usage  of  parliament,  ensued,  in  order  to  reconcile  this  dispute. 
But  it  was  too  material  in  itself,  and  aggravated  by  too  much 
previous  jealousy,  for  any  voluntary  compromise.  The  pre- 
cedents alleged  to  prove  an  original  jurisdiction  in  the  peers 
were  so  thinly  scattered  over  the  records  of  centuries,  and  so 
contrary  to  the  received  principle  of  our  constitution  that 
questions  of  fact  are  cognizable  only  by  a  jury,  that  their 
managers  in  the  conferences  seemed  less  to  insist  on  the 
general  right,  than  on  a  supposed  inability  of  the  courts  of  law 


188    CONSTITUTIONAL   HISTORY    OF   ENGLAND   [Chap.XIIL 

to  ^ve  adequate  redress  to  the  present  plaintiff;  for  which 
the  judges  had  furnished  some  pretext  on  a  reference  as  to 
their  own  competence  to  afford  reHef,  by  an  answer  more 
narrow,  no  doubt,  than  would  have  been  rendered  at  the  pre- 
sent day.  And  there  was  really  more  to  be  said,  both  in 
reason  and  law,  for  this  limited  right  of  judicature,  than  for 
the  absolute  cognizance  of  civil  suits  by  the  lords.  But  the 
commons  were  not  inclined  to  allow  even  of  such  a  special 
exception  from  the  principle  for  which  they  contended,  and 
intimated  that  the  power  of  affording  a  remedy  in  a  defect  of 
the  ordinary  tribunals  could  only  reside  in  the  whole  body  of 
the  parliament. 

The  proceedings  that  followed  were  intemperate  on  both 
sides.  The  commons  voted  Skinner  into  custody  for  a  breach 
of  privilege,  and  resolved  that  whoever  should  be  aiding  in 
execution  of  the  order  of  the  lords  against  the  East  India 
company  should  be  deemed  a  betrayer  of  the  liberties  of  the 
commons  of  England,  and  an  infringer  of  the  privileges  of 
the  house.  The  lords,  in  return,  committed  sir  Samuel 
Barnardiston,  chairman  of  the  company,  and  a  member  of 
the  house  of  commons,  to  prison,  and  imposed  on  him  a  fine 
of  500/.  It  became  necessary  for  the  king  to  stop  the  course 
of  this  quarrel,  which  was  done  by  successive  adjournments 
and  prorogations  for  fifteen  months.  But,  on  their  meeting 
again  in  October  1669)  the  commons  proceeded  instantly  to 
renew  the  dispute.  It  appeared  that  Barnardiston,  on  the 
day  of  the  adjournment,  had  been  released  from  custody, 
without  demand  of  his  fine,  which,  by  a  trick  rather  unworthy 
of  those  who  had  resorted  to  it,  was  entered  as  paid  on  the 
records  of  the  exchequer.  This  was  a  kind  of  victory  on  the 
side  of  the  commons ;  but  it  was  still  more  material  that  no 
steps  had  been  taken  to  enforce  the  order  of  the  lords  against 
the  East  India  company.  The  latter  sent  down  a  bill  con- 
cerning privilege  and  judicature  in  parliament,  which  the 
other  house  rejected  on  a  second  residing.  They  in  return 
passed  a  bill  vacating  the  proceedings  against  Barnardiston, 
which  met  with  a  like  fate.  In  conclusion,  the  king  recom- 
mended an  erasure  from  the  journals  of  all  that  had  passed 
on  the  subject,  and  an  entire  cessation  ;  an  expedient  which 
both  houses  willingly  embraced,  the  one  to  secure  its  victory, 
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the  other  to  save  its  honour.  From  this  time  the  lords  have 
tacitly  abandoned  all  pretensions  to  an  original  jurisdiction  in 
dvil  suits.* 

They  have  however  been  more  successful  in  establishing  a 
branch  of  their  ultimate  jurisdiction,  which  had  less  to  be 
urged  for  it  in  respect  of  precedent,  that  of  hearing  appeals 
from  courts  of  equity.  It  is  proved  by  sir  Matthew  Hale 
and  his  editor,  Mr.  Hargrave,  that  the  lords  did  not  entertain 
petitions  of  appeal  before  the  reign  of  Charles  I.,  and  not 
perhaps  unequivocally  before  the  long  parliament,  t  They 
became  very  common  from  that  time,  though  hardly  more  so 
than  original  suits ;  and,  as  they  bore  no  analogy,  except  at 
first  glance,  to  writs  of  error,  which  come  to  the  house  of 
lords  by  the  king's  express  commission  under  the  great  seal, 
could  not  well  be  defended  on  legal  grounds.  But  on  the 
other  hand,  it  was  reasonable  that  the  vast  power  of  the  court 
of  chancery  should  be  subject  to  some  control ;  and  though 
a  commission  of  review,  somewhat  in  the  nature  of  the  court 
of  delegates  in  ecclesiastical  appeals,  might  have  been  and  had 
been  occasionally  ordered  by  the  crown  t;  yet,  if  the  ultimate 
jurisdiction  of  the  peerage  were  convenient  and  salutary  in 
cases  of  common  law,  it  was  difficult  to  assign  any  satisfac- 
tory reason  why  it  should  be  less  so  in  those  which  are  tech- 
nically denominated  equitable.  §  Nor  is  it  likely  that  the 
commons  would  have  disputed  this  usurpation,  in  which  the 
crown  had  acquiesced,  if  the  lords  had  not  received  appeals 
against  members  of  the  other  house.  Three  instances  of  this 
took  place  about  the  year  167^  i  but  that  of  Shirley  against 

*  For  the  whole  of  this  business,  which  make  a  speedy  decree  in  the  court  of 

is  erased  from  the  journals  of  both  houses,  chancery,  according  to  equity  and  justice, 

see  State  Trials,  v.  711.     Pari.  Hist.  iv.  notwithstanding  there  be  not  any  prece- 

431.443.     HatselPs  Precedents,  iii.  336.  dent   in   the   case.     Against   this   lords 

and  HargraTc's  Preface  to  Hale*s  Jurift-  Mohun  and  Lincoln  severally  protested ; 

diction  of  the  Lords,  101.    [A  slight  at-  the  latter  very  sensibly  observing,  that 

tempt  to  revive  the  original  jurisdiction  whereas  it  hath  been  the  prudence  and 

was  made  by  the  lords  in  1702.    Id.  196.]  care  of  former  parliaments  to  set  limits 

t  Hale  says,  **I  could  never  get  to  any  and  bounds  to  the  jurisdiction  of  chan- 

precedent  of  greater  antiquity  than  3  Car.  eery,  now  this  order  of  directions,  which 

I.,  nay  scarce  before  16  Car.  1.,  of  any  implies  a  command,  opens  a  gap  to  set  up 

such  proceeding  in   tlie   lords*   house."  an  arbitrary  power  in  the  chancery  ,which  is 

C.  3.3. ;  and  see  Hargrave*s  Preface*  53.  hereby  countenanced  by  the  house  of  lords 

I   Id.  c.  SI.  to  act,  not  according  to  the  accustomed 

§  It  was  ordered  in  a  petition  of  Ro-  rules  Or  former  precedents  of  that  court, 

bert  Roberta,  esq.  that  directions  be  given  but  according  to  his  own  will.     Lords* 

to  the  lord  chancellor  that  he  proceed  to  Journals,  S9th  Nov.  1 664. 
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sir  John  Fagg  is  the  most  celebrated,  as  having  given  rise  to 
a  conflict  between  the  two  houses,  as  violent  as  that  which 
had  occurred  in  the  business  of  Skinner.  It  began  altogether 
on  the  score  of  privilege.  As  members  of  the  house  of  com- 
mons were  exempted  from  legal  process  during  the  session,  by 
the  general  privilege  of  parliament,  they  justly  resented  the 
pretension  of  the  peers  to  disregard  this  immunity,  and 
compel  them  to  appear  as  respondents  in  cases  of  app^.  In 
these  contentions  neither  party  could  evince  its  superiority 
but  at  the  expense  of  innocent  persons.  It  was  a  contempt 
of  the  one  house  to  disobey  its  order,  of  the  other  to  obey  it. 
Four  counsel,  who  had  pleaded  at  the  bar  of  the  lords  in  one 
of  the  cases  where  a  member  of  the  other  house  was  con- 
cerned, were  taken  into  custody  of  the  seijeant-at-arms  by 
the  speaker's  warrant.  The  gentleman  usher  of  the  black 
rod,  by  warrant  of  the  lords,  empowering  him  to  call  all 
persons  necessary  to  his  assistance,  set  them  at  liberty.  The 
commons  apprehended  them  again ;  and,  to  prevent  another 
rescue,  sent  them  to  the  Tower.  The  lords  despatched  their 
usher  of  the  black  rod  to  the  lieutenant  of  the  Tower,  com- 
manding him  to  deliver  up  the  said  persons.  He  replied, 
that  they  were  committed  by  order  of  the  commons,  and  he 
could  not  release  them  without  their  order ;  just  as,  if  the 
lords  were  to  commit  any  persons,  he  could  not  release  them 
without  their  lordships'  order.  They  addressed  the  king  to 
remove  the  lieutenant ;  but,  after  some  hesitation,  he  declined 
to  comply  with  their  desire.  In  this  difficulty,  they  had 
recourse,  instead  of  the  warrant  of  the  lords'  speaker,  to  a 
writ  of  habeas  corpus  returnable  in  parliament ;  a  proceeding 
not  usual,  but  the  legality  of  which  seems  to  be  now  admitted. 
The  lieutenant  of  the  Tower,  who,  rather  unluckily  for  the 
lords,  had  taken  the  other  side,  either  out  of  conviction,  or 
from  a  sense  that  the  lower  house  were  the  stronger  and 
more  formidable,  instead  of  obeying  the  writ,  came  to  the 
bar  of  the  commons  for  directions.  They  voted,  as  might  be 
expected,  that  the  writ  was  contrary  to  law  and  the  privileges 
of  their  house.  But,  in  this  ferment  of  two  jealous  and  ex- 
asperated assemblies,  it  was  highly  necessary,  as  on  the  former 
occasion,  for  the  king  to  interpose  by  a  prorogation  for  three 
months.     This  period,  however,  not  being  sufficient  to  allay 
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their  animosityy  the  house  of  peers  took  up  again  the  appeal 
of  Shirley  in  tbdir  next  session.  Fresh  votes  and  orders  of 
equal  intemperance  on  both  sides  ensued,  till  the  king  by  the 
knig"  prorogation,  from  November  1675  to  February  1677> 
put  an  end  to  the  dispute.  The  particular  appeal  of  Shirley 
was  never  revived  ;  but  the  lords  continued  without  objection 
to  exercise  their  general  jurisdiction  over  appeals  from  courts 
of  equity.*  The  learned  editor  of  Hale's  Treatise  on  the 
Jurisdiction  of  the  Lords  expresses  some  degree  of  surprise 
at  the  commons'  acquiescence  in  what  they  had  treated  as  an 
usurpation.  But  it  is  evident  from  the  whole  course  of  pro-* 
ceeding  that  it  was  the  breach  of  privilege  in  citing  their  own 
members  to  appear,  which  excited  their  indignation.  It  was 
but  incidentally  that  they  observed  in  a  conference,  "  that  the 
commons  cannot  find,  by  Magna  Charta,  or  by  any  other  law 
or  ancient  custom  of  parliament,  that  your  lordships  have  any 
jurisdiction  in  cases  of  appeal  from  courts  of  equity."  They 
afterwards,  indeed,  resolved  that  there  lies  no  appeal  to  the 
judicature  of  the  lords  in  parliament  from  courts  of  equity  t; 
and  came  ultimately,  as  their  wrath  increased,  to  a  vote, 
<'  That  whosoever  shall  solicit,  plead,  or  prosecute  any  appeal 
against  any  commoner  of  England,  from  any  court  of  equity, 
before  the  house  of  lords,  shall  be  deemed  and  taken  a  be- 
trayer of  the  rights  and  liberties  of  the  commons  of  England, 
and  shall  be  proceeded  against  accordingly  t;**  which  vote 
the  lords  resolved  next  day  to  be  "  illegal,  unparliamentary, 
and  tending  to  a  dissolution  of  the  government."  §  But  this 
was  evidently  rather  an  act  of  hostility  arising  out  of  the  im- 
mediate quarrel  than  the  calm  assertion  of  a  legal  principle.  || 

*  It  was  thrown  out  against  them  by  791.    State  Trials,  yi.  1121.  Hargrave*s 

the  commons  in  their  angry  conferences  Preface  to  Hale,  135.;  and  Hale's  Tre»- 

about  the  business  of  Ashby  and  White,  tise,  c.  33. 

in  1704,  but  not  with  any  serious  inten>         It  may  be  observed,  that   the  lords 

tion  of  opposition.  learned  a  little  caution  in  this  affair.  An 

•f  C.  J.  May  SO.  appeal  of  one  Cottington  from  the  court 

i  Id.  Nov.  1 9.     Several  divisions  took  of  delegates  to  their  house  was  rejected, 

platoe  in  the  course  of  this  business,  and  by  a  vote  that  it  did  not  properly  belong 

some  rather  close  ;  the  court  endeavour-  to  them,  Shaftesbury  alone  dissentient. 

ing  to  allay  the  fire.     The  vote  to  take  June  17.  1678.     Yet  they  had  asserted 

Serjeant  Pemberton  into  custody  for  ap-  their  right  to  receive  appeals  from  inferior 

pearing  as  counsel  at  the  lords*  bar  was  courts,  that  there  might  be  no  failure  of 

only  carried  by  154  to  146,  on  June  1.  justice,  in  terms  large  enough  to  embrace 

§  Lords'  Journals,  Nov.  20.  the  ecclesiastical  jurisdiction.     May  6. 

I  Lords*  and  Commons' Journals,  May  1675.     And  it  is  said  that  they  actually 

and  November,  1675.     Pari.  Hist.  721.  had  done  so  in  1628.     Hargrave,  53. 
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During  the  interval  between  these  two  dissensions,  which 
ountion  of  ^hc  suits  of  Skinner  and  Shirley  engendered,  another 
rtglitrf  the  *  difference  had  arisen,  somewhat  less  violently  con- 
to  moSy "  ducted,  but  wherein  both  houses  considered  their 
^'^  essential  privileges  at  stake.     This  concerned  the 

long  agitated  question  of  the  right  of  the  lords  to  make 
alterations  in  money-bills.  Though  I  cannot  but  think  the 
importance  of  their  exclusive  privilege  has  been  rather  exag- 
gerated by  the  house  of  commons,  it  deserves  attention  ;  more 
especially  as  the  embers  of  that  fire  may  not  be  so  wholly  ex* 
tinguished  as  never  again  to  show  some  traces  of  its  heat. 

In  our  earliest  parliamentary  records,  the  lords  and  com- 
mons, summoned  in  a  great  measure  for  the  sake 

Iti  history.       /•!**  ii*f  ■•  i 

oi  reuevmg  the  kings  necessities,  appear  to  have 
made  their  several  grants  of  supply  without  mutual  commu- 
nication, and  the  latter  generally  in  a  higher  proportion  than 
the  former.  These  were  not  in  the  form  of  laws,  nor  did 
they  obtain  any  formal  assent  from  the  king,  to  whom  they 
were  tendered  in  written  indentures,  entered  afterwards  on 
the  roll  of  parliament.  The  latest  instance  of  such  distinct 
grants  from  the  two  houses,  as  far  as  I  can  judge  from  the 
rolls,  is  in  the  18th  year  of  Edward  III.*  But  in  the  Q2d 
year  of  that  reign  the  commons  alone  granted  three  fifteenths 
of  their  goods,  in  such  a  manner  as  to  show  beyond  a  doubt 
that  the  tax  was  to  be  levied  solely  upon  themselves,  t  After 
this  time,  the  lords  and  commons  are  jointly  recited  in  the 
rolls  to  have  granted  them,  sometimes,  as  it  is  expressed, 
upon  deliberation  had  together.  In  one  case  it  is  said  that 
the  lords,  with  one  assent,  and  afterwards  the  commons, 
granted  a  subsidy  on  exported  wool.  I  A  change  of  language 
is  observable  in  Richard  II.'s  reign,  when  the  commons  are 
recited  to  grant  with  the  assent  of  the  lords  ;  and  this  seems 
to  indicate,  not  only  that  in  practice  the  vote  used  to  originate 
with  the  commons,  but  that  their  proportion,  at  least,  of  the 
tax  being  far  greater  than  that  of  the  lords  (especially  in  the 
usual  impositions  on  wool  and  skins,  which  ostensibly  fell  on 
the  exporting  merchant),  the  grant  was  to  be  deemed  mainly 
theirs,  subject  only  to  the  assent  of  the  other  house  of  parlia^ 
ment.     This  is,  however,  so  explicitly  asserted  in  a  remark- 

•   Rot  Pari,  ii,  148,  f  Id.  20a  f  Id.  SOD.  (43  Edw.  3.) 


CuA.  II.— Constitution.]   FROM    HENRY  VH.    TO    GEORGE  II.    193 

able  passage  on  the  roll  of  9  Hen.  IV.,  without  any  apparent 
denial,  that  it  cannot  be  called  in  question  by  any  one.*  Tlie 
language  of  the  rolls  continues  to  be  the  same  in  the  follow- 
ing reigns;  the  commons  are  the  granting,  the  lords  the 
consenting  power.  It  is  even  said  by  the  court  of  king*s 
bench,  in  a  year-book  of  Edward  IV.,  that  a  grant  of  money 
by  the  commons  would  be  binding  without  assent  of  the 
lords ;  meaning  of  course  as  to  commoners  alone.  I  have 
been  almost  led  to  suspect,  by  considering  this  remarkable 
exclusive  privilege  of  originating  grants  of  money  to  the 
crowTi,  as  well  as  by  the  language  of  some  passages  in  the 
rolls  of  parliament  relating  to  them,  that  no  part  of  the  direct 
taxes,  the  tenths  or  fifteenths  of  goods,  were  assessed  upon 
the  lords  temporal  and  spiritual,  except  where  they  are  posi- 
tively mentioned,  which  is  frequently  the  case.  But,  as  I  do 
not  remember  to  have  seen  this  any  where  asserted  by  those 
who  have  turned  their  attention  to  the  antiquities  of  our 
constitution,  it  may  possibly  be  an  unfounded  surmise,  or  at 
least  only  applicable  to  the  earlier  period  of  our  parliamentary 
records. 

These  grants  continued  to  be  made  as  before,  by  the  con- 
sent indeed  of  the  houses  of  parliament,  but  not  as  legislative 
enactments.  Most  of  the  few  instances  where  they  appear 
among  the  statutes  are  where  some  condition  is  annexed,  or 
some  relief  of  grievances  so  interwoven  with  them  that  they 
make  part  of  a  new  law.  t  In  the  reign  of  Henry  VII.  they 
are  occasionally  inserted  among  the  statutes,  though  still  with- 
out any  enacting  words,  t  In  that  of  Henry  VIII.  the  form 
is  rather  more  legislative,  and  they  are  said  to  be  enacted  by 

-  *  Rot  Pari.  111.611.  Vleie  of  Middle  et  nemy  en  autre  maniere.  Issint  que  les 

Ages»  ii.  SIC.  dealers  de  ce  levez  solent  despendus,  eii 

f   14  £.  3.  Stat  I.e.  21.    This  statute  les  besolgnes  a  euz  monstec  a  ccst  parle- 

is  remarkable  for  a  promise  of  the  lords  xneiit,  par  avis  des  graunti  a  ce  asslgnez, 

not  to  assent  in  future  to  any  charge  be-  et  que  les  aides  de  la  Trent  soient  niys  en 

ycnd  the  old  custom,  without  assent  of  defense  de  north.**     This  is  a  remarkable 

the  commons  in  full  parliament.    Stat  2.  precedent  for  the  usage  of  appropriation, 

same  year ;  the  king  promises  to  lay  on  which  had  escaped  me,  though  I  have 

DO  charge  but  by  assent  of  the  lords  and  elsewhere  quoted  that  in  5  Rich.  2.  stat  2. 

commons.      18  £.3.  stat.  2.  c.  1.;    the  c.  2.   and  3.     In  two  or  three  instances 

commons  grant  two-fifteenths  of  the  com-  we  find  grants  of  tenths  and  fifteenths  in 

monalty,  and  two-tenths  of  the  cities  and  the  statutes,  without  any  other  matter,  as 

boroughs.    **  £t  en  cas  que  notre  signeur  14  £.  3.  stat  I.  c.  20. ;  27  £.  3.  stat  1. 

le  rol  passe  la  mer,  de  paler  a  inesmes  les  c.  4. 
tems  lesquinzlsme  et  dlsme  del  second  an,         \  7  H.  7.  c.  11. ;  12  H.  7.  c.  12. 

VOL.  !!•  O 
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the  authority  of  parliament,  though  the  king's  name  is  not 
often  mentioned  till  about  the  conclusion  of  his  reign*;  after 
which  a  sense  of  the  necessity  of  expressing  his  legislative 
authority  seems  to  have  led  to  its  introduction  in  some  part 
or  other  of  the  bill,  t  The  lords  and  commons  are  sometimes 
both  said  to  grant,  but  more  frequently  the  latter  with  the 
former's  assent,  as  continued  to  be  the  case  through  the 
reigns  of  Elizabeth  and  James  I.  In  the  first  parliament  of 
Charles  I.  the  commons  began  to  omit  the  name  of  the  lords 
in  the  preamble  of  bills  of  supply,  reciting  the  grant  as  if 
wholly  their  own,  but  in  the  enacting  words  adopted  the 
customary  form  of  statutes.  This,  though  once  remonstrated 
against  by  the  upper  house,  has  continued  ever  since  to  be 
the  practice. 

Tlie  originating  power  as  to  taxation  was  thus  indubitably 
placed  in  the  house  of  commons ;  nor  did  any  controversy 
arise  upon  that  ground.  But  they  maintained  also  that  the 
lords  could  not  make  any  amendment  whatever  in  bills  sent 
up  to  them  for  imposing,  directly  or  indirectly,  a  charge  upon 
the  people.  There  seems  no  proof  that  any  difference  be- 
tween the  two  houses  on  this  score  had  arisen  before  the 
restoration  ;  and  in  the  convention  parliament,  the  lords  made 
several  alterations  in  undoubted  money-bills,  to  which  the 
commons  did  not  object.  But  in  I60I,  the  lords  ha\dng 
sent  down  a  bill  for  paving  the  streets  of  Westminster,  to 
which  they  desired  the  concurrence  of  the  commons,  the  lat- 
ter, on  reading  the  bill  a  first  time,  "  observing  that  it  went 
to  lay  a  charge  upon  the  people,  and  conceiving  that  it  was 
a  privilege  inherent  in  their  house  that  bills  of  that  nature 
should  be  first  considered  there,"  laid  it  aside,  and  caused 
another  to  be  brought  in.t  When  this  was  sent  up  to  the 
lords,  they  inserted  a  clause,  to  which  the  commons  disagreed, 
as  contrary  to  their  privileges,  because  the  people  cannot  have 

*  I  find  only  one  exception,  5  H.  8.  so  to  be  enacted  and  authorized  by  virtue 

c.  17.,  which  was  in  the  now  common  of  this  present  parliament  as  in  such  cases 

form  :    Be  it  enacted  by  the  king  our  heretofore  has  been  accustomed.** 
sovereign  lord,  and  by  the  assent,  &c.  |  Commons'  Journals,  24.  29  July ; 

t  In  37  H.  8.  c.  25.  both  lords  and  Lords*   Journals,    SO   July.      See  also 

commons  are  said  to  grant,  and  they  pray  HatselPs   Precedents,  iiL  100.   for  this 

that  their  grant  *'  may  be  ratified  and  subject  of  supply, 
confirmed  by  his  mi^esty's  royal  assent, 
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any  tax  or  charge  imposed  upon  them,  but  originally  by  the 
house  of  commons.  The  lords  resolved  this  assertion  of  the 
commons  to  be  against  the  inherent  privileges  of  the  house 
of  peers ;  and  mentioned  one  precedent  of  a  similar  bill  in 
the  reign  of  Mary,  and  two  in  that  of  Elizabeth,  which  had 
begun  with  them.  The  present  bill  was  defeated  by  the  un- 
willingness of  either  party  to  recede ;  but  for  a  few  years 
after,  though  the  point  in  question  was  still  agitated,  instances 
occur  where  the  commons  suffered  amendments  in  what  were 
now  considered  as  money-bills  to  pass,  and  others  where  the 
lords  receded  from  them  rather  than  defeat  the  proposed 
measure.  In  April  I67I9  however,  the  lords  having  reduced 
the  amount  of  an  imposition  on  sugar,  it  was  resolved  by  the 
other  house,  "  That  in  all  aids  given  to  the  king  by  the  com- 
mons, the  rate  or  tax  ought  not  to  be  altered  by  the  lords.''  * 
This  brought  on  several  conferences  between  the  house?, 
wherein  the  limits  of  the  exclusive  privilege  claimed  by  the 
commons  were  discussed  with  considerable  ability,  and  less 
heat  than  in  the  disputes  concerning  judicature ;  but,  as  I 
cannot  help  thinking,  with  a  decided  advantage  both  as  to 
precedent  and  constitutional  analogy  on  the  side  of  the  peers,  t 
If  the  commons,  as  in  early  times,  had  merely  granted  their 
own  money,  it  would  be  reasonable  that  their  house  should 
have,  as  it  claimed  to  have,  ^^  a  fundamental  right  as  to  the 
matter,  the  measure,  and  the  time."  But  that  the  peers, 
subject  to  the  same  burthens  as  the  rest  of  the  community, 
and  possessing  no  trifling  proportion  of  the  general  wealth, 
should  have  no  other  alternative  than  to  refuse  the  necessary 
supplies  of  the  revenue,  or  to  have  their  exact  proportion, 

*  lliey  expressed  this  with  strange  Jurisdiction  of  the  House  of  Lords  in 
latitude  in  a  resolution  some  years  after,  point  of  Impositions,"  1696,  a  vigorous 
that  all  aids  and  supplies  to  his  majesty  and  learned  defence  of  the  right  of  the 
in  parliament  are  the  tole  gift  of  the  earn-  lords  to  make  alterations  in  money-bills, 
ffUMu.  Pari.  Hist.  1005.  As  they  did  it  is  admitted  that  they  cannot  increase 
not  mean  to  deny  that  the  lords  must  the  rates ;  since  that  would  be  to  originate 
concur  in  the  bill,  much  less  that  they  a  charge  on  the  people,  which  they  can- 
must  pay  their  quota,  this  language  seems  not  do.  But  it  is  even  said  in  the  year- 
indefensible,  book,  33  H.  6. ,  that  if  the  commons  grant 

-f  Lords'    and    Commons*    Journals,  tonnage  for  four  years,  and  the  lords  re* 

April  ITtli  and  22d,  1679.     Pari.  Hist,  duce  the  terms  to  two  years,  they  need 

iv.  480.     Hatsell*s  Precedents,  liL  109.  not  send  the  bill  down  again.     This  of 

368.  409.  course  could  not  be  supported  in  modern 

In  a  pamphlet  by  lord  Anglesea,  if  I  times, 
mistake  not,  entitled,  **  Case  stated  of  the 
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with  all  qualifications  and  circumstances  attending  their  grant, 
presented  to  them  unalterably  by  the  other  house  of  parlia- 
ment, was  an  anomaly  that  could  hardly  rest  on  any  other 
ground  of  defence  than  such  a  series  of  precedents  as  establish 
a  constitutional  usage ;  while,  in  fact,  it  could  not  be  made 
out  that  such  a  pretension  was  ever  advanced  by  the  com- 
mons before  the  present  parliament.  In  the  short  parliament 
of  April  1640,  the  lords  having  sent  down  a  message,  re- 
questing the  other  house  to  give  precedency  in  the  business 
ihey  were  about  to  matter  of  supply,  it  had  been  highly 
resented,  as  an  infringement  of  their  privilege ;  and  Mr.  Pym 
was  appointed  to  represent  their  complaint  at  a  conference. 
Yet  even  then,  in  the  fervour  of  that  critical  period,  the 
boldest  advocate  of  popular  privileges  who  could  have  been 
selected  was  content  to  assert  that  the  matter  of  subsidy  and 
supply  ought  to  begin  in  the  house  of  commons.* 

There  seems  to  be  still  less  pretext  for  the  great  extension 

given  by  the  commons  to  their  acknowledged  pri- 
furSw**     vilege  of  originating  bills  of  supply.     The  prindple 

was  well  adapted  to  that  earlier  period  when  se- 
curity against  misgovemment  could  only  be  obtained  by  the 
vigilant  jealousy  and  uncompromising  firmness  of  the  com- 
mons. They  came  to  the  grant  of  subsidy  with  real  or 
feigned  reluctance,  as  the  stipulated  price  of  redress  of  griev- 
ances. They  considered  the  lords,  generally  speaking,  as  too 
intimately  united  with  the  king's  ordinary  council,  which 
indeed  sat  with  them,  and  had  perhaps,  as  late  as  Edward 
III.*s  time,  a  deliberative  voice.  They  knew  the  influence 
or  intimidating  ascendancy  of  the  peers  over  many  of  their 
own  members.  It  may  be  doubted  in  fact  whether  the  lower 
house  shook  off,  absolutely  and  permanently,  all  sense  of  sub- 
ordination, or  at  least  deference,  to  the  upper,  till  about  the 
close  of  the  reign  of  Elizabeth.  But  I  must  confess  that, 
when  the  wise  and  ancient  maxim,  that  the  commons  alone 
can  empower  the  king  to  levy  the  people's  money,  was  applied 
to  a  private  bill  for  lighting  and  cleansing  a  certain  town,  or 
cutting  dikes  in  a  fen,  to  local  and  limited  assessments  for 
local  benefit,  (as  to  which  the  crown  has  no  manner  of  in- 

•  Pari.  Hist  ii.  563. 
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terest,  nor  has  any  thing  to  do  with  the  collection,)  there  was 
more  disposition  shown  to  make  encroachments  than  to  guard 
against  diose  of  others.  They  began  soon  after  the  revolu-  ^ 
tion  to  introduce  a  still  more  extraordinary  construction  of 
their  privilege,  not  receiving  from  the  house  of  lords  any  bill 
which  imposes  a  pecuniary  penalty  on  offenders,  nor  permit- 
ting them  to  alter  the  application  of  such  as  had  been  im- 
posed below.* 

These  restrictions  upon  the  other  house  of  parliament, 
however,  are  now  become,  in  their  own  estimation,  the 
standing  privileges  of  the  commons.  Several  instances  have 
occurred  during  the  last  century,  though  not,  I  believe,  very 
lately,  when  bills,  chiefly  of  a  private  nature,  have  been 
unanimously  rejected,  and  even  thrown  over  the  table  by  the 
speaker,  because  they  contained  some  provision  in  which  the 
lords  had  trespassed  upon  these  alleged  rights.t  They  are, 
as  may  be  supposed,  very  differently  regarded  in  the  neigh- 
bouring chamber.  The  lords  have  never  acknowledged  any 
further  privilege  than  that  of  originating  bills  of  supply. 
But  the  good  sense  of  both  parties,  and  of  an  enlightened 
nation,  who  must  witness  and  judge  of  their  disputes,  as  well 
as  the  natural  desire  of  the  government  to  prevent  in  the  out- 
set any  altercation  that  must  impede  the  course  of  its  mea- 
sures, have  rendered  this  little  jealousy  unproductive  of  those 
animosities  which  it  seemed  so  happily  contrived  to  excite. 
The  one  house,  without  admitting  the  alleged  privilege,  has 
generally  been  cautious  not  to  give  a  pretext  for  eagerly 
asserting  it ;  and  the  other,  on  the  trifling  occasions  where 

*  The  principles  laid  down  by  Hatsell  of  the  commons.  But  surely  they  have 
are :  I.  That  in  bills  of  supply,  the  lords  sometimes  done  so  in  practice,  by  return- 
can  make  no  alteration  but  to  correct  ing  a  money-bill,  or  what  the  lower  house 
verbal  mistakes.  2.  That  in  bills,  not  of  call  one,  amended ;  and  the  commons 
absolute  supply,  yet  imposing  burthens,  have  had  recourse  to  the  evasion  of  throw- 
as  turnpike  acts,  &c.,  the  lords  cannot  ing  out  such  bill,  and  bringing  in  another 
alter  the  quantum  of  the  toll,  the  persons  with  the  amendments  inserted  in  it ;  which 
to  manage  it,  &c. ;  but  in  other  clauses  does  not  look  very  triumphant 
they  may  make  amendments.  S.  That,  t  "^^  l<^t  instance  mentioned  by  Hat- 
where  a  charge  may  indirectly  be  thrown  sell  is  in  1790,  when  the  lords  had 
on  the  people  by  a  bill,  the  commons  amended  a  bill  for  regulating  Warwick 
object  to  the  lorcLi  making  amendments,  gaol  by  changing  the  rate  to  be  imposed 
4.  That  the  lords  cannot  insert  pecuniary  from  the  landowners  to  the  occupiers,  iii. 
penalties  in  a  bill,  or  alter  those  inserted  131.  I  am  not  at  present  aware  of  any 
hj  the  commons,  iii.  1 37.  He  seems  to  subsequent  case,  but  rather  suspect  that 
boast  that  the  lords  during  the  last  cen-  such  might  be  found, 
tury  have  very  faintly  opposed  the  claim 

o   3 


198    CONSTITUTIONAL   HISTORY    OF   ENGLAND   [Chap.  XIU. 

it  has  seemed,  perhaps  unintentionally,  to  be  infringed,  has 
commonly  resorted  to  the  moderate  course  of  passing  a  fresh 
bill  to  the  same  effect,  after  satisfying  its  dignity  by  rejecting 
the  first. 

It  may  not  be  improper  to  choose  the  present  occasion  for 

a  summary  view  of  the  constitution  of  both  houses 

up%r*houM  of  parliament  under  the  lines  of  Tudor  and  Stuart. 

TutSw  and  Of  their  earlier  history  the  reader  may  find  a  brief 

Stuarta.  ,  t  i     i*  •  •  i 

and  not,  1  believe,  very  incorrect  account,  m  a  work 
to  which  this  is  a  kind  of  sequel. 

The  number  of  temporal  lords  summoned  by  writ  to  the 
Augracnta-  parliaments  of  the  house  of  Plantagenet  was  exceed- 
tlmpSraV**  i^^ly  various ;  nor  was  any  thing  more  common  in 
lords.  ^^  fourteenth  century  than  to  omit  those  who  had 
previously  sat  in  person,  and  still  more  their  descendants. 
They  were  rather  less  numerous  for  this  reason,  under  the 
line  of  Lancaster,  when  the  practice  of  summoning  those  who 
were  not  hereditary  peers  did  not  so  much  prevail  as  in  the 
preceding  reigns.  Fifty-three  names,  however,  appear  in  the 
parliament  of  1454,  the  last  held  before  the  commencement 
of  the  great  contest  between  York  and  Lancaster.  In  this 
troublous  period  of  above  thirty  years,  if  the  whole  reign  of 
Edward  IV.  is  to  be  included,  the  chiefs  of  many  powerful 
families  lost  their  lives  in  the  field  or  on  the  scaffold,  and 
their  honours  perished  with  them  by  attainder.  New  fami- 
lies, adherents  of  the  victorious  party,  rose  in  their  place ; 
and  sometimes  an  attainder  was  reversed  by  favour ;  so  that 
the  peers  of  Edward's  reign  were  not  much  fewer  than  the 
number  I  have  mentioned.  Henry  VII.  summoned  but 
twenty-nine  to  his  first  parliament,  including  some  whose 
attainder  had  never  been  judicially  reversed ;  a  plain  act  of 
violence,  like  his  previous  usurpation  of  the  crown.  In  his 
subsequent  parliaments  the  peerage  was  increased  by  fresh 
creations,  but  never  much  exceeded  forty.  The  greatest 
number  summoned  by  Henry  VIII.  was  fifty-one;  which 
continued  to  be  nearly  the  average  in  the  two  next  reigns, 
and  was  very  little  augmented  by  Elizabeth.  James,  in  his 
thoughtless  profusion  of  favour,  made  so  many  new  creations, 
that  eighty-two  peers  sat  in  his  first  parliament,  and  ninety- 
six  in  his  latest.    From  a  similar  facility  in  granting  so  cheap 
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a  reward  of  service,  and  in  some  measure  perhaps  from  the 
policy  of  counteracting  a  spirit  of  opposition  to  the  court, 
which  many  of  the  lords  had  begun  to  manifest,  Charles 
called  no  less  than  one  hundred  and  seventeen  peers  to  the 
parliament  of  1628,  and  one  hundred  and  nineteen  to  that  of 
November  1640.  Many  of  these  honours  were  sold  by  both 
these  princes ;  a  disgraceful  and  dangerous  practice,  unheard 
of  in  earlier  times,  by  which  the  princely  peerage  of  England 
might  have  been  gradually  levelled  with  the  herd  of  foreign 
nobility.  This  has  occasionally,  though  rarely,  been  sus- 
pected since  the  restoration.  In  the  parliament  of  166 1,  we 
find  one  hundred  and  thirty-nine  lords  summoned. 

The  spiritual  lords,  who,  though  forming  another  estate  in 
parliament,  have  always  been  so  united  with  the  temporality 
that  the  suffrages  of  both  upon  every  question  are  told  indis- 
tinctly and  numerically,  composed  in  general,  before  the 
reformation,  a  majority  of  the  upper  house ;  though  there 
was  far  more  irregularity  in  the  summonses  of  the  mitred 
abbots  and  priors  than  those  of  the  barons.  But  by  the  sur- 
render and  dissolution  of  the  monasteries,  about  thirty-six 
votes  of  the  clergy  on  an  average  Were  withdrawn  from  the 
parliament ;  a  loss  ill  compensated  to  them  by  the  creation  of 
five  new  bishoprics.  Thus,  the  number  of  the  temporal  peers 
being  continually  augmented,  while  that  of  the  prelates  was 
confined  to  twenty-six,  the  direct  influence  of  the  church  on 
the  legislature  has  become  comparatively  small ;  and  that  of 
the  crown,  which,  by  the  pernicious  system  of  translations 
and  other  means,  is  generally  powerful  with  the  episcopal 
bench,  has,  in  this  respect  at  least,  undergone  some  diminu- 
tion. It  is  easy  to  perceive  from  this  view  of  the  case  that 
the  destruction  of  the  monasteries,  as  they  then  stood,  was 
looked  upon  as  an  indispensable  preliminary  to  the  reforma- 
tion ;  no  peaceable  efforts  towards  which  could  have  been 
effectual  without  altering  the  relative  proportions  of  the 
spiritual  and  temporal  aristocracy. 

The  house  of  lords,  during  this  period  of  the  sixteenth  and 
seventeenth  centuries,  were  not  supine  in  rendering  their 
collective  and  individual  rights  independent  of  the  crown.  It 
became  a  fundamental  principle,  according  indeed  to  ancient 
authority,  though  not  strictly  observed  in  ruder  times,  that 
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every  peer  of  full  age  is  entitled  to  his  writ  of  summons  at 
the  beginning  of  a  parliament,  and  that  the  house  will  not 
proceed  on  business,  if  any  one  is  denied  it.*  The  privilege 
of  voting  by  proxy,  which  was  originally  by  special  permis- 
sion of  the  king,  became  absolute,  though  subject  to  such 
limitations  as  the  house  itself  may  impose.  The  writ  of 
summons,  which,  as  I  have  observed,  had  in  earlier  ages  (if 
usage  is  to  determine  that  which  can  rest  on  nothing  but 
usage)  given  only  a  right  of  sitting  in  the  parliament  for 
which  it  issued,  was  held,  about  the  end  of  Elizabeth's  reign, 
by  a  construction  founded  on  later  usage,  to  convey  an  in- 
heritable peerage,  which  was  afterwards  adjudged  to  descend 
upon  heirs  general,  female  as  well  as  male ;  an  extension 
which  sometimes  raises  intricate  questions  of  descent,  and 
though  no  materially  bad  consequences  have  flowed  from  it, 
is  perhaps  one  of  the  blemishes  in  the  constitution  of  parlia- 
ment. Doubts  whether  a  peerage  could  be  surrendered  to 
the  king,  and  whether  a  territorial  honour,  of  which  hardly 
any  remain,  could  be  alienated  along  with  the  land  on  which 
it  depended,  were  determined  in  the  manner  most  favourable 
to  the  dignity  of  the  aristocracy.  They  obtained  also  an 
important  privilege;  first  of  recording  their  dissent  in  the 
journals  of  the  house,  and  afterwards  of  inserting  the  grounds 
of  it.  Instances  of  the  former  occur  not  unfrequently  at  the 
period  of  the  reformation ;  but  the  latter  practice  was  little 
known  before  the  long  parliament.  A  right  that  Cato  or 
Phocion  would  have  prized,  though  it  may  sometimes  have 
been  frivolously  or  factiously  exercised ! 

The  house  of  commons,  from  the  earliest  records  of  its 
sute  of  the  regular  existence  in  the  23d  year  of  Edvrard  I.,  con- 
commons.  gjgt^^  ^f  sevcuty-four  knights,  or  representatives 
from  all  the  counties  of  England,  except  Chester,  Durham, 
and  Monmouth,  and  of  a  varying  number  of  deputies  from 
the  cities  and  boroughs ;  sometimes  in  the  earliest  period  of 
representation  amounting  to  as  many  as  two  hundred  and 

*  See  the  case  of  the  earl  of  Arundel  pleased  to  be  sparing  of  writs  of  this 

in  parliament  of  1 626.     In  one  instance  nature  for  the  future.     20th  Oct  1667. 

the  house  took  notice  that  a  writ  of  sum-  The  king  made  an  excuse  that  he  did  not 

mons  had   been   issued  to  the  earl   of  know  the  earl  was  much  under  age,  and 

Mulgrave,    he    being,  under    age,   and  would  be  careful  for  the  future.     29tb 

addressed  the  king  that  he  would   be  Oct. 
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sixty,  sometimes  by  the  negligence  or  partiality  of  the  she- 
riffs in  omitting  places  that  had  formerly  returned  members, 
to  not  more  than  two  thirds  of  that  number.     New 

1  1        1  1     •  »    ^      •  ,  Increase  of 

boroughs,  however,  as  being  grown  mto  importance,  their  man- 
or from  some  private  motive,  acquired  the  franchise 
of  election;  and  at  the  accession  of  Henry  VIII.  we  find  two 
hundred  and  twenty-four  citizens  and  burgesses  from  one 
hundred  and  eleven  towns  (London  sending  four),  none  of 
which  have  since  intermitted  their  privilege. 

I  must  so  far  concur  with  those  whose  general  principles 
as  to  the  theory  of  parliamentary  reform  leave  me 
far  behind,  as  to  profess  my  opinion  that  the  change  to"r*Jhu  o? 
which  appears  to  have  taken  place  in  the  English 
government  towards  the  end  of  the  thirteenth  century,  was 
founded  upon  the  maxim  that  all  who  possessed  landed  or 
moveable  property  ought,  as  freemen,  to  be  bound  by  no 
laws,  and  especially  by  no  taxation,  to  which  they  had  not 
consented  through  their  representatives.  If  we  look  at  the 
constituents  of  a  house  of  commons  under  Edward  I.  or  Ed- 
ward III.,  and  consider  the  state  of  landed  tenures  and  of 
commerce  at  that  period,  we  shall  perceive  that  excepting 
women,  who  have  generally  been  supposed  capable  of  no 
political  right  but  that  of  reigning,  almost  every  one  who 
contributed  towards  the  tenths  of  fifteenths  granted  by  the 
parliament,  might  have  exercised  the  franchise  of  voting  for 
those  who  sat  in  it.  Were  we  even  to  admit,  that  in  corpo- 
rate boroughs  the  franchise  may  have  been  usually  vested  in 
the  freemen  rather  than  the  inhabitants,  yet  this  distinction, 
so  important  in  later  ages,  was  of  little  consequence  at  a  time 
when  all  traders,  that  is,  all  who  possessed  any  moveable  pro- 
perty worth  assessing,  belonged  to  the  former  class.  I  do 
not  pretend  that  no  one  was  contributory  to  a  subsidy, 
who  did  not  possess  a  vote ;  but  that  the  far  greater  portion 
was  levied  on  those  who,  as  freeholders  or  burgesses,  were 
reckoned  in  law  to  have  been  consenting  to  its  imposition. 
It  would  be  difficult  probably  to  name  any  town  of  the  least 
consideration  in  the  fourteenth  and  fifteenth  centuries,  which 
did  not,  at  some  time  or  other,  return  members  to  parliament. 
This  is  so  much  the  case,  that  if,  in  running  our  eyes  along 
the  map,  we  find  any  sea-port,  as  Sunderland  or  Falmouth, 
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or  any  inland  town,  as  Leeds  or  Birmingham,  which  has 
never  enjoyed  the  elective  franchise,  we  may  conclude  at 
once  that  it  has  emerged  from  obscurity  since  the  reign  of 
Henry  VIIL* 

Though  scarce  any  considerable  town,  probably,  was  in- 
tentionally left  out,  except  by  the  sheriff'  partiality,  it  is  not 
to  be  supposed  that  all  boroughs  that  made  returns  were  con- 
siderable. Several  that  are  currently  said  to  be  decayed, 
were  never  much  better  than  at  present.  Some  of  these 
were  the  ancient  demesne  of  the  crown ;  the  tenants  of  which, 
not  being  suitors  to  the  county  courts,  nor  voting  in  the  elec- 
tion of  knights  for  the  shire,  were,  still  on  the  same  principle 
of  consent  to  public  burthens,  called  upon  to  send  their  own 
representatives.  Others  received  the  privilege  along  with 
their  charter  of  incorporation,  in  the  hope  that  they  would 
thrive  more  than  proved  to  be  the  event;  and  possibly,  even 
in  such  early  times,  the  idea  of  obtaining  influence  in  the 
commons  through  the  votes  of  their  burgesses  might  some- 
times suggest  itself. 

That,  amidst  all  this  care  to  secure  the  positive  right  of 
representation,  so  little  provision  should  have  been  made  as 
to  its  relative  efficiency,  that  the  high-born  and  opulent  gentry 
should  have  been  so  vastly  out-numbered  by  peddling  traders, 
that  the  same  number  of  two  should  have  been  deemed  suffi- 
cient for  the  counties  of  York  and  Rutland,  for  Bristol  and 
Gatton,  are  facts  more  easy  to  wonder  at  than  to  explain ; 
for  though  the  total  ignorance  of  the  government  as  to  the 
relative  population  might  be  perhaps  a  sufficient  reason  for 
not  making  an  attempt  at  equalization,  yet  if  the  represent- 
ation had  been  founded  on  any  thing  like  a  numerical  principle, 
there  would  have  been  no  difficulty  in  reducing  it  to  the  pro- 
portion furnished  by  the  books  of  subsidy  for  each  county  and 
borough,  or  at  least  in  a  rude  approximation  towards  a  more 
rational  distribution. 

Henry  VHI.  gave  a  remarkable  proof  that  no  part  of  the 
kingdom,  subject  to  the  English  laws  and  parliamentary  bur- 
thens, ought  to  want  its  representation,  by  extending  the 

•  Though  the  proposition  in  the  text  tions  in  the  northern  parts  of  England; 
is,  I  believe,  generally  true,  it  has  occurred  and  that  both  Sheffield  and  Manchester 
to  me  since,  that  there  are  some  excep-    are  among  them. 
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right  of  election  to  the  whole  of  Wales,  the  counties  of  Chester 
and  Monmouth,  and  even  the  towns  of  Berwick  and  Calais. 
It  might  be  possible  to  trace  the  reason,  why  the  county  of 
Durham  was  passed  over.  The  attachment  of  those  northern 
parts  to  popery  seems  as  likely  as  any  other.  Thirty-three 
were  thus  added  to  the  commons.  Edward  VI.  created  four- 
teen boroughs,  and  restored  ten  that  had  disused  their  privi- 
lege.  Mary  added  twenty-one,  Elizabeth  sixty,  and  James 
twenty-seven  members. 

These  accessions  to  the  popular  chamber  of  parliament 
after  the  reign  of  Henry  VIII.  were  by  no  means  derived 
from  a  popular  principle,  such  as  had  influenced  its  earlier 
constitution.  We  may  account  perhaps  on  this  ground  for 
the  writs  addressed  to  a  very  few  towns,  such  as  Westminster. 
But  the  design  of  that  great  influx  of  new  members  from 
petty  boroughs,  which  began  in  the  short  reigns  of  Edward 
and  Mary,  and  continued  under  Elizabeth,  must  have  been  to 
secure  the  authority  of  government,  especially  in  the  successive 
revolutions  of  religion.  Five  towns  only  in  Cornwall  made 
returns  at  the  accession  of  Edward  VI. ;  twenty-one  at  the 
death  of  Elizabeth.  It  will  not  be  pretended  that  the  wretched 
villages,  which  corruption  and  perjury  still  hardly  keep  from 
famine,  were  seats  of  commerce  and  industry  in  the  sixteenth 
century.  But  the  county  of  Cornwall  was  more  immediately 
subject  to  a  coercive  influence,  through  the  indefinite  and  op- 
pressive jurisdiction  of  the  stannary  court.  Similar  motives, 
if  we  could  discover  the  secrets  of  those  governments,  doubt- 
less operated  in  most  other  cases.  A  slight  difficulty  seems 
to  have  been  raised  in  1563  about  the  introduction  of  repre- 
sentatives from  eight  new  boroughs  at  once  by  charters  from 
the  crown,  but  was  soon  waved  with  the  complaisance  usual 
in  those  times.  Many  of  the  towns  which  had  abandoned 
their  privilege  at  a  time  when  they  were  compelled  to  the 
payment  of  daily  wages  to  their  members  during  the  session, 
were  now  desirous  of  recovering  it,  when  that  burthen  had 
ceased  and  the  franchise  had  become  valuable.  And  the 
house,  out  of  favour  to  popular  rights,  laid  it  down  in  the 
reign  of  James  I.  as  a  principle,  that  every  to\^7],  which  has 
at  any  time  returned  members  to  parliament,  is  entitled  to  a 
writ  as  a  matter  of  course.     The  speaker  accordingly  issued 
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writs  to  Hertford,  Pomfret,  Hchester,  and  some  other  places, 
on  their  petition.  The  restorations  of  boroughs  in  this  man- 
ner, down  to  1641,  are  fifteen  in  number.  But  though  the 
doctrine  that  an  elective  right  cannot  be  lost  by  disuse,  is  still 
current  in  parliament,  none  of  the  very  numerous  boroughs 
which  have  ceased  to  enjoy  that  franchise  since  the  days  of 
the  three  first  Edwards,  have  from  the  restoration  downwards 
made  any  attempt  at  retrieving  it ;  nor  is  it  by  any  means 
likely  that  they  would  be  successful  in  the  application. 
Charles  I.,  whose  temper  inspired  him  rather  with  a  system- 
atic  abhorence  of  partiamente  than  with  any  notion  of  ma- 
naging  them  by  influenc>e,  created  no  new  boroughs.  The  right 
indeed  would  certainly  have  been  disputed,  however  frequently 
exercised.  In  1673  the  county  and  city  of  Durham,  which 
had  strangely  been  unrepresented  to  so  late  an  era,  were 
raised  by  act  of  parliament  to  the  privileges  of  their  fellow- 
subjects.*  About  the  same  time  a  charter  was  granted  to 
the  town  of  Newark,  enabling  it  to  return  two  burgesses. 
It  passed  with  some  little  objection  at  the  time ;  but  four  years 
afterwards,  after  two  debates,  it  was  carried  on  the  question, 
by  125  to  73,  that  by  virtue  of  the  charter  granted  to  the 
town  of  Newark,  it  hath  right  to  send  burgesses  to  serve  in 
parliament,  t  Notwithstanding  this  apparent  recognition  of 
the  king's  prerogative  to  summon  burgesses  from  a  town  not 
previously  represented,  no  later  instance  of  its  exercise  has 
occurred ;  and  it  would  unquestionably  have  been  resisted  by 
the  commons,  not,  as  is  vulgarly  supposed,  because  the  act 
of  union  with  Scotland  has  limited  the  English  members  to 
513  (which  is  not  the  case)^  but  upon  the  broad  maxims  of 
exclusive  privilege  in  matters  relating  to  their,  own  body, 
which  the  house  was  become  powerful  enough  to  assert 
against  the  crown. 

It  is  doubtless  a  problem  of  no  inconsiderable  difficulty  to 

determine  with  perfect  exactness,  by  what  class  of  persons 

the  elective  franchise  in  ancient  boroughs  was  originally  pos- 

Four  differ-  scssed ;  yct  not  perhaps  so  much  so  as  the  careless- 

M  to*iS^^"  ness  of  some,  and  the  artifices  of  others,  have  caused 

plriSdpie.     it  to  appear.    The  different  opinions  on  this  con- 

•  25  Car.  2.  c.  9.     A  bill  had  passed        f  Journals,  26th  Feb.  and  20th  March, 
the  commons  in  1 624  for  the  same  effect,     1 676-7. 
but  failed  through  the  dissolution. 
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troverted  question  may  be  reduced  to  the  four  following 
theses  :  —  1  •  The  original  right,  as  enjoyed  by  boroughs 
represented  in  the  parliaments  of  Edward  I.,  and  all  of  later 
creation,  where  one  of  a  different  nature  has  not  been  ex- 
pressed in  the  charter  from  which  they  derive  the  privilege, 
was  in  the  inhabitant  householders  resident  in  the  borough, 
and  paying  scot  and  lot ;  under  those  words  including  local 
rates,  and  probably  general  taxes.  2.  The  right  sprang  from 
the  tenure  of  certain  freehold  lands  or  burgages  within  the 
borough,  and  did  not  belong  to  any  but  such  tenants.  3.  It 
was  derived  from  charters  of  incorporation,  and  belonged  to 
the  community  or  freemen  of  the  corporate  body.  4.  It  did 
not  extend  to  the  generality  of  freemen,  but  was  limited  to 
the  governing  part  or  municipal  magistracy.  The  actual 
right  of  election,  as  fixed  by  determinations  of  the  house  of 
commons  before  1772,  and  by  committees  under  the  Gren- 
viUe  act  since,  is  variously  grounded  upon  some  of  these  four 
principal  rules,  each  of  which  has  been  subject  to  subordi- 
nate modifications  which  produce  still  more  complication  and 
irregularity. 

Of  these  propositions,  the  first  was  laid  down  by  a  cele- 
brated committee  of  the  house  of  commons  in  1624, 
the  chairman  whereof  was  serjeant  Glanville,  and  bawiuy*"' 

■a  .  iii*>i*  1         considered. 

the  members,  as  appears  by  the  list  m  the  journals, 
the  most  eminent  men,  in  respect  of  legal  and  constitutional 
knowledge,  that  were  ever  united  in  such  a  body.  It  is  called 
by  them  the  common-law  right,  and  that  which  ought  always 
to  obtain,  where  prescriptive  usage  to  the  contrary  cannot  be 
shown.  But  it  has  met  with  very  little  favour  from  the 
house  of  commons  since  the  restoration.  The  second  has 
the  authority  of  lord  Holt  in  the  case  of  Ashby  and  White, 
and  of  some  other  lawyers  who  have  turned  their  attention 
to  the  subject.  It  countenances  what  is  called  the  right  of 
burgage  tenure ;  the  electors  in  boroughs  of  this  description 
being  such  as  hold  burgages  or  ancient  tenements  within  the 
borough.  The  next  theory,  which  attaches  the  primary  fran- 
chise to  the  freemen  of  corporations,  has  on  the  whole  been 
most  received  in  modem  times,  if  we  look  either  at  the 
decisions  of  the  proper  tribunal,  or  the  current  doctrine  of 
lawyers.     The  last  proposition  is  that  of  Dr.  Brady,  who  in 
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a  treatise  of  boroughs,  written  to  serve  the  purposes  of 
James  IL,  though  not  published  till  after  the  revolution, 
endeavoured  to  settle  all  elective  rights  on  the  narrowest 
and  least  popular  basis.  This  work  gained  some  credit, 
which  its  perspicuity  and  acuteness  would  deserve,  if  these 
were  not  disgraced  by  a  perverse  sophistry  and  suppression 
of  truth. 

It  does  not  appear  at  all  probable  that  such  varjring  and 
indefinite  usages,  as  we  find  in  our  present  representation  of 
boroughs,  could  have  begun  simultaneously,  when  they  were 
first  called  to  parliament  by  Edward  I.  and  his  two  next  de- 
scendants. There  would  have  been  what  may  be  fairly  called 
a  common-law  right,  even  were  we  to  admit  that  some  va- 
riation from  it  may,  at  the  very  commencement,  have  occurred 
in  particular  places.  The  earliest  writ  of  summons  directed 
the  sheriff  to  make  a  return  from  every  borough  within  his 
jurisdiction,  without  any  limitation  to  such  as  had  obtained 
charters,  or  any  rule  as  to  the  electoral  body.  Charters,  in 
fact,  incorporating  towns  seem  to  have  been  by  no  means 
common  in  the  thirteenth  and  fourteenth  centuries ;  and 
though  they  grew  more  frequent  afterwards,  yet  the  first 
that  gave  expressly  a  right  of  returning  members  to  parlia- 
men  was  that  of  Wenlock  under  Edward  IV.  These  char- 
ters, it  has  been  contended,  were  incorporations  of  the  in- 
habitants, and  gave  no  power  either  to  exclude  any  of  them, 
or  to  admit  non-resident  strangers,  according  to  the  prac- 
tice of  later  ages.  But,  however  this  may  be,  it  is  highly 
probable  that  the  word  burgess  (burgensis),  long  before 
the  elective  franchise  or  the  character  of  a  corporation  existed, 
meant  literally  the  free  inhabitant  householder  of  a  borough, 
a  member  of  its  court-leet,  and  subject  to  its  jurisdiction. 
We  may,  I  believe,  reject  with  confidence  what  I  have 
reckoned  as  the  third  proposition  ;  namely,  that  the  elective 
franchise  belonged,  as  of  common  right,  to  the  freemen  of 
corporations  ;  and  still  more  that  of  Brady,  which  few  would 
be  found  to  suppbrt  at  the  present  day. 

There  can,  I  should  conceive,  be  little  pretence  for  affect- 
ing to  doubt,  that  the  burgesses  of  Domesday-book,  of  the 
various  early  records  cited  by  Madox  and  others,  and  of  the 
writs  of  summons  to  Edward's  parliament,  were  inhabitants 


Cha.  n.— Constitution.]  FROM    HENRY  VII.    TO    GEORGE  II.    ^07 

of  tenements  within  the  borough.  But  it  may  remain  to  be 
proved  that  any  were  entitled  to  the  privileges  or  rank  of 
.burgesses,  who  held  less  than  an  estate  of  freehold  in  their 
possessions.  The  burgage-tenure,  of  which  we  read  in  Lit- 
tleton, was  evidently  freehold;  and  it  might  be  doubtful 
whether  the  lessees  of  dwellings  for  a  term  of  years,  whose 
interest,  in  contemplation  of  law,  is  far  inferior  to  a  freehold, 
were  looked  upon  as  sufficiently  domiciled  within  the  borough 
to  obtain  the  appellation  of  burgesses.  It  appears  from 
Domesday  that  the  burgesses,  long  before  any  incorporation, 
held  lan<k  in  common  belonging  to  their  town ;  they  had 
also  their  guild  or  market^house,  and  were  entitled  in  some 
places  to  tolls  and  customs.  These  permanent  rights  seem 
naturally  restrained  to  those  who  possessed  an  absolute  pro- 
perty in  the  soil.  There  can  surely  be  no  question  as  to  mere 
tenants  at  will,  liable  to  be  removed  from  their  occupation  at 
the  pleasure  of  the  lord ;  and  it  is  perhaps  unnecessary  to 
mention  that  the  tenancy  from  year  to  year,  so  usual  at  pre- 
sent, is  of  very  recent  introduction.  As  to  estates  for  a  term 
of  years,  even  of  considerable  duration,  they  were  probably 
not  uncommon  in  the  time  of  Edward  I. ;  yet  far  out-num- 
bered, as  I  should  conceive,  by  those  of  a  freehold  nature. 
Whether  these  lessees  were  contributory  to  the  ancient  local 
burthens  of  scot  and  lot,  as  well  as  to  the  tallages  exacted  by 
the  king,  and  tenths  afterwards  imposed  by  parliament  in 
respect  of  moveable  estate,  it  seems  not  easy  to  determine ; 
but  if  they  were  so,  as  appears  more  probable,  it  was  not  only 
consonant  to  the  principle,  that  no  freeman  should  be  liable 
to  taxation  without  the  consent  of  his  representatives,  to  give 
them  a  share  in  the  general  privilege  of  the  borough,  but  it 
may  be  inferred  with  sufficient  evidence  from  several  records, 
that  the  privilege  and  the  burthen  were  absolutely  commensu- 
rate ;  men  having  been  specially  discharged  from  contributing 
to  tallages,  because  they  did  not  participate  in  the  liberties 
of  the  borough,  and  others  being  expressly  declared  subject 
to  those  impositions,  as  the  condition  of  their  being  admitted 
to  the  rights  of  burgesses.*  It  might  however  be  conjectured 
that  a  difference  of  usage  between  those  boroughs,  where  the 

*  Madox   Firma,   Burgi,  p.  270.  et  post 
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ancient  exclusive  rights  of  burgage  tenants  were  maintained, 
and  those  where  the  equitable  claim  of  taxable  inhabitants 
possessing  only  a  chattel  interest  received  attention,  might 
ultimately  produce  those  very  opposite  species  of  franchise, 
which  we  find  in  the  scot  and  lot  borough,  and  in  those  of 
burgage  tenure.  K  the  franchise,  as  we  now  denominate  it, 
passsd  in  the  thirteenth  century  for  a  burthen,  subjecting  the 
elector  to  bear  his  part  in  the  payment  of  wages  to  the  repre- 
sentative, the  above  conjecture  will  be  equally  applicable,  by 
changing  the  words  right  and  claim  into  liability.* 

It  was  according  to  the  natural  course  of  things,  that  the 
mayors  or  bailiffs,  as  returning  officers,  vnth  some  of  the 
principal  burgesses  (especially  where  incorporating  charters 
had  given  them  a  pre-eminence),  would  take  to  themselves 
the  advantage  of  serving  a  courtier  or  neighbouring  gentle- 
man, by  returning  him  to  parliament,  and  virtually  exclude 
the  general  class  of  electors,  indifferent  to  public  matters,  and 
without  a  suspicion  that  their  individual  suffrages  could  ever 
be  worth  purchase.  It  is  certain  that  a  seat  in  the  commons 
was  an  object  of  ambition  in  the  time  of  Edward  IV.,  and  I  have 
little  doubt  that  it  was  so  in  many  instances  much  sooner. 
But  there  existed  not  the  means  of  that  splendid  corruption 
which  has  emulated  the  Crassi  and  LucuUi  of  Rome.  Even 
so  late  as  1571,  Thomas  Long,  a  member  for  Westbury, 
confessed  that  he  had  given  four  pounds  to  the  mayor  and 


*  The  popular  character  of  the  elec-  dom.  Who  then  elected  the  members  of 
tlve  franchise  in  early  times  has  been  boroughs  not  incorporated  ?  Plainly,  the 
maintained  by  two  writers  of  considerable  inhabitants  or  burghers  [according  to 
research  and  ability ;  Mr.  Luders,  Re-  their  tenure  or  situation] ;  for  at  that 
ports  of  Election  Cases,  and  Mr.  Mere-  time  every  inhabitant  of  a  borough  was 
wether,  in  his  Sketch  of  the  History  of  called  a  burgess ;  and  Hobart  refers  to 
Boroughs  and  Report  of  the  West  Looe  this  usage  in  support  of  his  opinion  in  the 
Case.  The  former  writer  has  the  follow-  case  of  Dungannon.  The  manner  in 
ing  observations,  vol.  i.  p.  99. :  —  "  The  which  they  exercised  this  right  was  the 
ancient  history  of  boroughs  does  not  con-  same  as  that  in  which  the  inhabitants  of 
firm  the  opinion  above  referred  to,  which  a  town,  at  this  day,  hold  a  right  of  corn- 
lord  chief  justice  Holt  delivered  in  the  mon,  or  other  such  privilege,  which  many 
case  of  Ashby  v.  White  ;  viz.  that  inha-  possess  who  are  not  incorporated.**  The 
bitants  not  incorporated  cannot  send  mem-  words  in  brackets,  which  are  not  in  the 
l>ers  to  parliament  but  by  prescription,  printed  edition,  are  inserted  by  the  author 
For  there  is  good  reason  to  believe  that  himself  in  a  copy  bequeathed  to  the  Inner 
the  elections  in  boroughs  were  in  the  Temple  library.  The  remainder  of  Mr. 
beginning  of  representation  popular ;  yet  Luder8*8  note,  though  too  long  for  this 
in  the  reign  of  Edward  I.  there  were  not  place,  is  very  good,  and  successfully  repels 
perhaps  thirty  corporations  in  the  king-  the  corporate  theory. 
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another  person  for  his  return.  The  elections  were  thus  gene- 
rally managed,  not  often  perhaps  by  absolute  bribery,  but 
through  the  influence  of  the  government  and  of  the  neigh* 
bouring  aristocracy ;  and  while  the  freemen  of  the  corporation, 
or  resident  householders,  were  frequently  permitted,  for  the 
sake  of  form,  to  concur  in  the  election,  there  were  many 
places  where  the  smaller  part  of  the  municipal  body,  by  what- 
ever names  distinguished,  acquired  a  sort  of  prescriptive  right 
through  an  usage,  of  which  it  was  too  late  to  show  the  com- 
mencement.* 

It  was  perceived,  however,  by  the  assertors  of  the  popular 
cause  under  James  I.,  that,  by  this  narrowing  of  the  electoral 
franchise,  many  boroughs  were  subjected  to  the  influence  of 
the  privy  council,  which,  by  restoring  the  householders  to 
their  legitimate  rights,  would  strengthen  the  interests  of  the 
country.  Hence  lord  Coke  lays  it  down  in  his  fourth  insti- 
tute, that  **  if  the  king  newly  incorporate  an  ancient  borough. 


*  The  following  passage  from  VowelPs  election  by  the  freeholders  at  large,  that 

treatise,  on  the  order  of  the  parliament,  we  may  fairly  put  a  literal  construction 

publiibed    in    1 57 1 ,   and   reprinted    in  upon  the  former.   In  point  of  fact,  I  have 

Holtngshed's  Chronicles  of  Ireland,  (vL  little  doubt  that  elections  in  boroughs 

345.)  seems  to  indicate  that,  at  least  in  were   for  the    most    part   very  closely 

practice,  the  election  was  in  the  principal  managed  in  the  sixteenth  century,  and 

or  goTeming  body  of  the   corporation,  probably  much  earlier.      This,  however, 

"  The  sheriff  of  every  county,  having  re-  will  not  by  any  means  decide  the  question 

ceived  his  writ,  ought,  forthwith  to  send  of  right   For  we  know  that  in  the  reigns 

his  precepts  and  summons  to  the  mayors,  of  Henry  IV.  and  Henry  V.  returns  for 

bailifi^  and  head  officers  of  every  city,  the  great  county  of  York  were  made  by 

town  corporate,  borough,  and  such  places  the  proxies   of  a  few  peers  and  a  few 

•s  have  been  accustomed  to  send  bur-  knights ;  and  there  b  a  still  more  anoma- 

gesses  within  his  county,  that  they  do  lous  case  in  the  reign  of  Eliiabeth,  when 

choose  and  elect  among  themselves  two  a  lady  Fackington  sealed  the  indenture 

citizens  for  every  city,  and  two  burgesses  for  the  county  of  Worcester.     Carew*s 

for  every  borough,  according  to  their  old  Hist  of  Elections,  part  ii.  p.  282.     But 

custom  and  usage.    And  these  head  offi-  no  one  would  pretend  that  the  right  of 

oers  ought  then  to  assemble  themselves,  election  was  in  these  persons,  or  supposed 

end  the  aldermen  and  common  council  of  by  any  human  being  to  be  so. 

every  city  or  town ;  and  to  make  choice  The  difficulty  to  be  got  over  by  those 

among  themselves  of  two  able  and  suffi-  who  defend  the  modern  decisions  of  com- 

cient  men  of  every  city  or  town,  to  serve  mittees  is  this.     We  know  that  in  the 

for  and  in  the  said  parliament**  reign  of  Edward  I.  more  than  one  hun- 

Now,  if  these  expressions  are  accurate,  dred  boroughs  made  returns  to  the  writ. 

it  certainly  seems  that,  at  this  period,  the  If  most  of  these  were  not  incorporated, 

great  lx>dy  of  freemen  or  inhabitants  were  nor  had  any  aldermen,  capital  burgesses, 

not  partakers  in  the  exercise  of  their  fran-  and  so  forth,  by  whom  were  the  elections 

chise.     And  the  following  passage,  if  the  made  ?     Surely  by  the  freeholders,  or  by 

reader  will  turn  to  it,  wherein  Vowell  the  inhabitants.     And  if  they  were   so 

adverts  to  the  form  of  a  county  election,  made  in  the  reign  of  Edward  I.,  how  has 

u  so  differently  worded  in  respect  to  the  the  franchise  been  restrained  afterwards? 

VOL.  II.  P 
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which  before  sent  burgesses  to  parliament,  and  granteth  that 
certain  selected  burgesses  shall  make  election  of  the  burgesses 
of  parliament,  where  all  the  burgesses  elected  before,  this 
charter  taketh  not  away  the  election  of  the  other  burgesses« 
And  so,  if  a  city  or  borough  hath  power  to  make  ordinances, 
they  cannot  make  an  ordinance  that  a  less  number  shall  elect 
burgesses  for  the  parliament  than  made  the  election  before ; 
for  free  elections  of  members  of  the  high  court  of  parliament 
are  pro  bono  publico,  and  not  to  be  compared  to  other  cases 
of  election  of  mayors,  bailiiflfs,  &c.  of  corporations."  *  He 
adds,  however,  *^  by  original  grant  or  by  custom,  a  selected 
number  of  burgesses  may  elect  and  bind  the  residue/*  This 
restriction  was  admitted  by  the  committee  over  which  Glan- 
ville  presided  in  l624.t  But  both  they  and  lord  Coke  be- 
lieved the  representation  of  boroughs  to  be  from  a  date  before 
what  is  called  legal  memory,  that  is,  the  accession  of  Richard  L 
It  is  not  easy  to  reconcile  their  principle,  that  an  elective  right 
once  subsisting  could  not  be  limited  by  any  thing  short  of  im- 
memorial prescription,  with  some  of  their  own  determinations, 
and  still  less  with  those  which  have  subsequently  occurred,  in 
favour  of  a  restrained  right  of  sufirage.  There  seems,  on  the 
whole,  great  reason  to  be  of  opinion,  that  where  a  borough  is  so 
ancient  as  to  have  sent  members  to  parliament  before  any 
charter  of  incorporation  proved,  or  reasonably  presumed  to  have 
been  granted,  or  where  the  word  burgensis  is  used  without 
any  thing  to  restrain  its  meaning  in  an  ancient  charter,  the 
right  of  election  ought  to  have  been  acknowledged  either  in 
the  resident  householders  paying  general  and  local  taxes,  or 
in  such  of  them  as  possessed  an  estate  of  freehold  within  the 
borough.  And  whatever  may  have  been  the  primary  mean- 
ing of  the  word  burgess,  it  appears  consonant  to  the  popular 
spirit  of  the  English  constitution  that,  after  the  possessors  of 
leasehold  interest  became  so  numerous  and  opulent  as  to  bear 
a  very  large  share  in  the  public  burthens,  they  should  have 
enjoyed  commensurate  privileges  ;  and  that  the  resolution  of 
Mr.  Glanville's  committee  in  favour  of  what  they  called  the 


*  4  Inst   48.     GUnville,  pp.  53.  66.     election,  is  laid  down  in  the  same  book. 
That  no  private  agreement,  or  by-law  of    p.  17. 
the  borough,  can  restrain  the  right  of        f  Glanville'scaseof  BIetchingljr,p,S3. 
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common-law  right  should  have  been  far  more  miiformly  re- 
ceived, and  more  consistendy  acted  upon,  not  merely  as 
agreeable  to  modem  theories  of  liberty,  from  which  some 
have  intimated  it  to  have  sprung,  but  as  grounded  on  the 
primitive  spirit  and  intention  of  the  law  of  parliament. 

In  the  reign  of  Charles  11.  the  house  of  commons  seems 
to  have  become  less  favourable  to  this  species  of  franchise. 
But  after  the  revolution,  when  the  struggle  of  parties  was 
renewed  every  three  years  throughout  the  kingdom,  the  right 
of  election  came  more  continually  into  question,  and  was 
treated  with  the  grossest  partiality  by  the  house,  as  subor- 
dinate to  the  m^n  interests  of  the  rival  factions.  Contrary 
determinations  for  the  sole  purpose  of  serving  these  interests, 
as  each  grew  in  its  turn  more  powerful,  frequently  occurred; 
and  at  this  time  the  ancient  right  of  resident  householders 
seems  to  have  grown  into  disrepute,  and  given  way  to  that 
of  corporations,  sometimes  at  large,  sometimes  only  in  a 
limited  and  very  small  number.*  A  slight  check  was  imposed 
on  this  scandalous  and  systematic  injustice  by  the  act  2  G.  2. 
c.  2.,  which  renders  the  last  determination  of  the  house  of 
commons  conclusive  as  to  the  right  of  election.!  But  this 
enactment  confirmed  many  decisions  that  cannot  be  reconciled 
with  any  sensible  rule.  The  same  iniquity  continued  to  pre- 
vail in  cases  beyond  its  pale ;  the  fall  of  sir  Robert  Walpole 
from  power  was  reckoned  to  be  settled,  when  there  appeared 
a  small  majority  against  him  on  the  right  of  election  at 
Chippenham,  a  question  not  very  logically  connected  with  the 

*  [I  incline  to  suspect  that  it  would  whigs  seem  to  have  supported  it,  as  far 
be  found  on  research,  that,  in  a  plurality  as  we  can  judge  by  the  tellers.  Id. 
of  instances,  the  tories  favoured  the  right  March  30.  —  1845.] 
of  residents,  either  householders  or  bur-  f  This  clause,  in  an  act  imposing  se- 
gage  tenants,  to  the  exclusion  of  free-  vere  penalties  on  bribery,  was  inserted 
men,  who,  being  in  a  great  measure  out-  by  the  house  of  lords  with  the  insidious 
voters,  were  less  likely  to  be  influenced  design  of  causing  the  rejection  of  the 
by  the  neighbouring  gentry.  In  1694,  a  whole  bill ;  if  the  commons,  as  might  be 
bill  was  brought  in  to  disfranchise  the  expected,  should  resent  such  an  inter- 
borough  of  Stockbridge  for  bribery.  But  ference  with  their  privileges.  The  mi- 
the  burgesses  petitioned  against  it,  de-  nistry  accordingly  endeavoured  to  excite 
daring  themselves  resolved,  for  the  future,  this  sentiment;  but  those  who  had  in- 
in  all  difficult  cases,  to  consult  the  gen-  troduced  the  bill  very  wisely  thought  it 
tlemen  of  the  county.  Journals,  7th  Feb.  better  to  sacrifice  a  point  of  dignity  rather 
They  by  no  means  kept  their  word  in  than  lose  so  important  a  statute.  It  was 
the  next  century ;  no  place  having  been  however  only  carried  by  two  voices  to 
more  notoriously  venal.  The  bill  was  agree  with  the  amendment.  Pari.  Hist, 
thrown  out  by  a  small  majority;  but  the  viii.  754. 
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merits  of  his  administration ;  and  the  house  would  to  this 
day  have  gone  on  trampling  on  the  franchises  of  their 
constituents,  if  a  statute  had  not  been  passed  through  the 
authority  and  eloquence  of  Mr.  Grenville,  which  has  justly 
been  known  by  his  name.  I  shall  not  enumerate  the  parti- 
cular provisions  of  this  excellent  law,  which,  in  point  of  time, 
does  not  fall  within  the  period  of  my  present  work ;  it  is 
generally  acknowledged  that,  by  transferring  the  judicature 
in  all  cases  of  controverted  elections,  from  the  house  to  a 
sworn  committee  of  fifteen  members,  the  reproach  of  par- 
tiality has  been  a  good  deal  lightened,  though  not  perhaps 
eflaced.* 


*  lliese  pages  were  first  published  in    ancient  rights  of  election  in  borou^s  a 
1827.    The  Reform  bill  of  1832  has  of    matter  of  merely  historical  interest, 
course  rendered  a  disquisition  on  the 
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CHAPTER  XIV. 

THE    REIGN    OF   JAMES    II. 

Dengnt  of  the  King — Parliament  of  1685  —  King*t  Intention  to  repeal  the 
Test  Act — Deceived  as  to  the  Dispositions  of  his    Subjects  —  Prorogation  of 
PttrRament  —  Dispensing   Power  confirmed  by  the  Judges  —  Ecclesiasiical 
Conmdssion  —  King^s  Scheme    of  establishing  Popery  —  Dismissal  of  Lord 
Rochester  —  Prince  of  Orange  alarmed  —  Plan  of  setting  the  Princess  aside  — 
Rejected  by  the  King — Overtures  of  the  Afalecontents  to  Prince  of  Orange  — 
Dedaration  fir  Liberty  of  Conscience  —  Addresses  in  favour  of  it  —  NeW" 
modeling  if  the  Corporations  —  Affiar  of  Magdalen  College  —  Infatuation  of 
the  King  —  His  Coldness  towards  Louis  —  Invitation  signed  to  the  Prince  of 
Orange  —  Birth  of  Prince  of  Wales  — Justice  and  Necessity  of  the  Revolution 
— Favourable  Circumstances  alienating  it — Its  salutary  Consequences  —  PrO" 
ceedings  of  the  ConvenHon  —  Ended  by  the  Elevation  of  WUUam  and  Mary  to 
the  Thrtme. 

The  great  question  that  has  been  brought  forward  at  the 
end  of  the  last  chapter,  concerning  the  right  and  usage  of 
election  in  boroughs,  was  perhaps  of  less  practical  importance 
in  the  reign  of  Charles  the  Second  than  we  might  at  first 
imagine,  or  than  it  might  become  in  the  present  age.  Who- 
ever might  be  the  legal  electors,  it  is  undoubted  that  a  great 
preponderance  was  virtually  lodged  in  the  select  body  of  cor- 
porations. It  was  the  knowledge  of  this  that  produced  the 
corporation  act  soon  after  the  restoration,  to  exclude  the 
presbyterians,  and  the  more  violent  measures  of  quo  warranto 
at  the  end  of  Charles's  reign.  If  by  placing  creatures  of  the 
court  in  municipal  offices,  or  by  intimidating  the  former  cor- 
porators through  apprehensions  of  forfeiting  their  common 
property  and  lucrative  privileges,  what  was  called  a  loyal 
parliament  could  be  procured,  the  business  of  government, 
both  as  to  supply  and  enactment  or  repeal  of  laws,  would  be 
carried  on  far  more  smoothly,  and  with  less  scandal  than  by 
their  entire  disuse.  Few  of  those  who  assumed  the  name  of 
tories  were  prepared  to  sacrifice  the  ancient  fundamental 
forms  of  the  constitution.  They  thought  it  equally  necessary 
that  a  parliament  should  exis^  and  that  it  should  have  no 
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will  of  its  owDy  or  none  at  least,  except  for  the  preservation 
of  that  ascendancy  of  the  established  religion  which  even  their 
loyalty  would  not  consent  to  surrender. 

It  is  not  easy  to  determine  whether  James  II.  had  resolved 
Designs  or  to  complete  his  schemes  of  arbitrary  government  by 
***'^*°**  setting  aside  even  the  nominal  concurrence  of  the 
two  houses  of  parliament  in  legislative  enactments,  and  espe- 
cially in  levying  money  on  his  subjects.  Lord  Halifax  had 
given  him  much  offence  towards  the  close  of  the  late  reign, 
and  was  considered  from  thenceforth  as  a  man  unfit  to  be 
employed,  because  in  the  cabinet,  on  a  question  whether  the 
people  of  New  England  should  be  ruled  in  future  by  an  as- 
sembly or  by  the  absolute  pleasure  of  the  crown,  he  had 
spoken  very  freely  against  unlimited  monarchy.*  James,  in- 
deed, could  hardly  avoid  perceiving  that  the  constant  acqui- 
escence of  an  English  house  of  commons  in  the  measures 
proposed  to  it,  a  respectful  abstinence  from  all  intermeddling 
with  the  administration  of  afiairs,  could  never  be  relied  upon 
or  obtained  at  all,  without  much  of  that  dexterous  manage- 
ment and  influence  which  he  thought  it  both  unworthy  and 
impolitic  to  exert.  It  seems  clearly  that  he  had  determined 
on  trying  their  obedience  merely  as  an  experiment,  and  by  no 
means  to  put  his  authority  in  any  manner  within  their  con- 
trol. Hence  he  took  the  bold  step  of  issuing  a  proclamation 
for  the  payment  of  customs,  which  by  law  expired  at  the  late 
king's  death  t;  and  Barillon  mentions  several  times,  that  he 

*   Fox,  Appendix,  p.  8.  was  alleged  that  the  merchants,  who  had 

f  **  The  legal  method,"  says  Burnet,  paid  duty,  would  be  injured  by  a  tempo- 

*<  was  to  have  made  entries,  and  to  have  rary  importation  duty  free ;  and  certainly 

taken  bonds  for  those  duties  to  be  paid  it  was  inconvenient  to  make  the  revenue 

when  the  parliament  should  meet  and  dependent  on  such  a  contingency  as  the 

renew  the  grant**     Mr.  Onslow  remarks  demise  of  the  crown.     But  this  neither 

on  this,  that  he  should  have  said,   the  justifies  the  proclamation,  nor  the  dis- 

least  illegal  and  the  only  justifiable  me-  graceful  acquiescence  of  the  next  parlia- 

thod.     To  which  the  Oxford  editor  sub-  ment  in  it. 

joins  that  it  was  the  proposal  of  lord-  The  king  was  thanked  in  several  ad- 
keeper  North,  while  the  other,  which  was  dresses  for  directing  the  customs  to  be 
adopted,  was  suggested  by  Jefieries.  This  levied,  particularly  in  one  from  the 
is  a  mistake.  Nonh*s  proposal  was  to  benchers  and  barristers  of  the  Middle 
collect  the  duties  under  the  proclamation,  Temple.  I^ndon  Gazette,  March  11. 
but  to  keep  them  apart  from  the  other  This  was  drawn  by  sir  ISartholomew 
revenues  in  the  exchequer  until  the  next  Shower,  and  presented  by  sir  Humphrey 
session  of  parliament.  There  was.  surely  Mack  worth.  Life  of  James,  vol.  ii.  p.  1 7. 
little  difference  in  point  of  illegality  be-  The  former  was  active  as  a  lawyer  in  all 
tween  this  and  the  course  adopted.     It  the  worst  measures  of  these  two  reigns. 
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was  resolved  to  continue  in  the  possession  of  the  revenue, 
whether  the  parliament  should  grant  it  or  no.  He  was 
equally  decided  not  to  accept  it  for  a  limited  time.  This,  as 
his  principal  ministers  told  the  ambassador,  would  be  to  esta- 
blish the  necessity  of  convoking  parliament  from  time  to  time, 
and  thus  to  change  the  form  of  government  by  rendering  the 
king  dependent  upon  it ;  rather  than  which  it  would  be  better 
to  come  at  once  to  the  extremity  of  a  dissolution,  and  main- 
tain the  possession  of  the  late  king's  revenues  by  open  force.* 
But  the  extraordinary  conduct  of  this  house  of  commons,  so 
unlike  any  that  had  met  in  England  for  the  last  century,  ren- 
dered any  exertion  of  violence  on  this  score  quite  unnecessary. 
The  behaviour  of  that  unhonoured  parliament,  which  held 
its  two  short  sessions  in  1685,  though  in  a  great  parliament 
measure  owing  to  the  fickleness  of  the  public  mind  ^^^' 
and  rapid  ascendancy  of  tory  principles  during  the  late  years, 
as  well  as  to  a  knowledge  of  the  king's  severe  and  vindictive 
temper,  seems  to  confirm  the  assertion  strongly  made  at  the 
time  within  its  walls,  that  many  of  the  members  had  been 
unduly  returned,  t  The  notorious  facts,  indeed,  as  to  the 
forfeiture  of  corporations  throughout  the  kingdom,  and  their 
re-grant  under  such  restrictions  as  might  serve  the  purpose 
of  the  crown,  stand  in  need  of  no  confirmation.  Those  who 
look  at  the  debates  and  votes  of  this  assembly,  their  large 
grant  of  a  permanent  revenue  to  the  annual  amount  of  two 
millions,  rendering  a  frugal  prince,  in  time  of  peace,  entirely 
out  of  all  dependence  on  his  people ;  their  timid  departure 
from  a  resolution  taken  to  address  the  king  on  the  only  mat- 
ter for  which  they  were  really  solicitous,  the  enforcement  of 
the  penal  laws,  on  a  suggestion  of  his  displeasured ;  their 

Tet,  after  the  revolution,  they  both  be-  convoking  parliament  Id.  p.  18.     Dal- 

eame  tory  patriots,  and  jealous  assertors  rymple,  p.  100. 

of  freedom  against  the  goyemment  of        *  Dalrymple,  p.  1 42.  The  king  alludes 

William  III.     Barillon,  however,  takes  to  this  possibility  of  a  limited  grant  with 

notice  that  this  illegal  continuance  of  the  much  resentment  and  threatening,  in  his 

revenue  produced  much  discontent.  Fox*s  speech  on  opening  the  session. 
Appendiit  39.    And  Rochester  told  him        f  Fox,  Appendix,  p.  93.     Lonsdale, 

that  North  and  Hali&x  would  have  urged  p.  5.     [Ralph,  86a    Evelyn,  i.  561.] 
the  king  to  call  a  parliament,  in  order  to         ^   For  this  curious  piece    of  parlia* 

settle  the  revenue  on  a  lawful  basis,  if  mentary    inconsistency,    see    Reresby*s 

that  resolution  had  not  been  taken  by  Memoirs,  p.  113. ;  and  Barillon  in  the 

himself.     Id.  p.  SO.     The  king  thought  Appendix  to  Fox,  p.  95.    **  II  s*est  pass£ 

it  necevary  to  apologise  to  Barillon  for  avant  bier  une  chose  de  grande  cons6- 
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bill  entitled,  for  the  preservation  of  his  majesty's  person,  full 
of  dangerous  innovations  in  the  law  of  treason,  especially  one 
most  unconstitutional  clause,  that  any  one  moving  in  either 
house  of  parliament  to  change  the  descent  of  the  cro^Ti 
should  incur  the  penalties  of  that  offence*;  their  supply  of 
700,000/.,  after  the  suppression  of  Monmouth's  rebellion, 
for  the  support  of  a  standing  armyt;  will  be  inclined  to 
believe  that,  had  James  been  as  zealous  for  the  church  of 
England  as  his  father,  he  would  have  succeeded  in  establish- 
ing a  power  so  nearly  despotic,  that  neither  the  privileges  of 
parliament,  nor  much  less  those  of  private  men,  would  have 
stood  in  his  way.  The  prejudice  which  the  two  last  Stuarts 
had  acquired  in  favour  of  the  Roman  religion,  so  often  de- 
plored by  thoughtless  or  insidious  writers  as  one  of  the  worst 
consequences  of  their  father's  ill  fortune,  is  to  be  accounted 
rather  among  the  most  signal  links  in  the  chain  of  causes 

quence  dans  la  chambre   basse :  il  fut  The  only  man  who  behaved  with  dis- 

propos^  le  matin  que  la  chambre  se  met-  tinguished  spirit  in  this  wretched  parlia- 

toit  en  coniit^  Tapres  diner  pour  con-  ment  was  one  in  whose  political  life  there 

sid6rer  la  harangue  du  roy  sur  Tafiaire  as  little  else  to  praise,  sir  Edward  Sey- 

de  la  religion,  et  savoir  ce  qui  devoit  mour.     He  opposed  the  grant   of  the 

etre   entendu   par   le  terme   de  religion  revenues   for  life,    and  spoke   strongly 

proUstanU.    La  r^lution  fiit  prise  una-  against  the  ill^al  practices  in  the  deo- 

nimement,  et  sans  contradiction,  de  (aire  tions.     Fox,  90.  93. 

une  adresse  au   roy   pour   le  prier  de  *  Fox,  Appendix,  p.  156.    *'  Provided 

faire  une  proclamation  pour  Pex^cution  always,  and  be  it  further  enacted,  that  if 

des  loix  contre  tons  les  non-conformistes  any  peer  of  this  realm,  or  member  of  the 

gen^ralement,   c*est-i-dire,    contre   tous  house  of  commons,  shall  move  or  propose 

ceux  qui  ne  sont  pas  ouvertement  de  in  either  house  of  parliament  the  disherir 

r^glise  Anglicane ;  cela  enferme  les  pres-  son  of  the  rightful  and  true  heir  of  the 

bit<sriens  et  tous  les  sectaires,  aussi  bien  crown,  or  to  alter  or  change  the  descent 

que  les  catholiques  Romains.    La  malice  or  succession  of  the  crown  in  the  right 

de  cette  rdsolution  fut  aussitot  reconnu  line ;  such  offence  shall  be  deemed  and 

du  roy  d* Angleterre,  et  de  ses  ministres ;  adjudged  high  treason,  and  every  person 

les  principaux  de  la  chambre  basse  furent  being   indicted  and   convicted  of  such 

mand^  et  ceux  que  sa  m^jest^  Britan-  treason,  shall  be  proceeded  against,  and 

nique  croit  etre  dans  ses  int^rets ;  il  leur  shall  suffer  and  forfeit  as  in  other  cases 

fit  une  reprimande  s^vdre  de  s*etre  laiss^  of  high  treason  mentioned  in  this  act.** 

s^duire  et  entrainer  k  une  resolution  si  See  what  Lord  Lonsdale  says,  p.  8., 

dangereuse  et  si  peu  admissible.     II  leur  of  this  bill,  which  he,  among  others,  con- 

d^dara  que,  si  Ton  persistoit  k  lui  fiiire  trived  to  weaken  by  provisoes,  so  that  it 

une  pareille  adresse,  il  r^pondroit  k  la  was  given  up. 

chambre  basse  en  termes  si  d^cisifs  et  si  f  Pari.  Hist.  1372.   The  king*s  speech 

fermes  qu*on  ne  retourneroit  pas  a  lui  had  evidently  shown  that  the  supply  was 

faire  une  pareille  adresse.     La  maniere  only  demanded  for  this  purpose.     Hie 

dont  sa  migest6  Britannique  s*explique  speaker,  on  presenting  the  bill  for  settling 

produisit  son   effet   bier  matin  ;    et   le  the  revenue  in  the  former  session,  claimed 

chambre  basse  rejeta  tout  d*une  voix  ce  it  as  a  merit  that  they  had  not  inserted 

que  avoit  6td  r^lu  en  comit6  le  jour  any  appropriating  clauses.     ParL  Hist, 

auparavant  *"  1 359. 
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through  which  a  gracious  Providence  has  favoured  the  con- 
solidation of  our  liberties  and  welfare.  Nothing  less  than  a 
motive  more  universally  operating  than  the  interests  of  civil 
freedom  would  have  stayed  the  compliant  spirit  of  this  un- 
worthy parliament,  or  rallied,  for  a  time  at  least,  the  sup- 
porters of  indefinite  prerogative  under  a  banner  they  K,„g.g  inten- 
abhorred.  We  know  that  the  king's  intention  was  {he  hSbSS*** 
to  obtain  the  repeal  of  the  habeas  corpus  act,  a  law  **''^"*  "''* 
which  he  reckoned  as  destructive  of  monarchy  as  the  test 
was  of  the  catholic  religion.*  And  I  see  no  reason  to  sup- 
pose that  he  would  have  failed  of  this,  had  he  not  given 
alarm  to  his  high-church  parliament,  by  a  premature  mani- 
festation of  his  design  to  fill  the  civil  and  military  employ- 
ments with  the  professors  of  his  own  mode  of  faith. 

It  has  been  doubted  by  Mr.  Fox  whether  James  had,  in 
this  part  of  his  reign,  conceived  the  projects  commonly  im- 
puted to  him,  of  overthrowing,  or  injuring  by  any  direct  acts 
of  power,  the  protestant  establishment  of  this  kingdom. 
Neither  the  copious  extracts  from  Barillon's  correspondence 
with  his  own  court,  published  by  sir  John  Dalrymple  and 
himself,  nor  the  king's  own  memoirs,  seem,  in  his  opinion, 
to  warrant  a  conclusion  that  any  thing  farther  was  intended 
than  to  emancipate  the  Roman  catholics  from  the  severe  re- 
strictions of  the  penal  laws,  securing  the  public  exercise  of 
their  worship  from  molestation,  and  to  replace  them  upon  an 
equality  as  to  civil  offices,  by  abrogating  the  test  act  of  the 
late  reign,  t  We  find  nevertheless  a  remarkable  conversation 
of  the  king  himself  with  the  French  ambassador,  which  leaves 
an  impression  on  the  mind  that  his  projects  were  already 
irreconcilable  with  that  pledge  of  support  he  had  rather 

*  Reresby,  p.  1 10.     BArillon,  in  Fox's  he  says  only  6tablir  le  libre  exercice  de 

Appendix,  pp.  93.  127,  &c.    **  Le  feu  roi  la  religion  catholique,  and  by  the  genera] 

d'Angleterre  et  celui-ci  m*ont  souvent  tenor  of  his  correspondence.  But  though 

dit,   qu*un  gouvemement  ne  peut  sub-  the  primary  object  was  toleration,  I  have 

uster  ayec  une  telle  loL"     Dalrymple,  no  doubt  but  that  they  conoeiTed  this 

p.  171.  was  to  end  in  establishment     See  what 

t  This  opinion  has  been  well  sup-  Barilion  says,  p.  84. ;  though  the  legal 

ported  by  Mr.  Seijeant  Heywood  (Vin-  reasoning  is  lalse,  as  might  be  expected 

dicatioii  of  Mr.  Fox's  History,  p.  154.).  from  a  foreigner.     It  must  at  all  events 

In  some  few  of  BariUon's  letters  to  the  be  admitted  that  the  conduct  of  the  king 

king  of  France,  he  speaks  of  James's  in-  after  the  formation  of  the  catholic  junto 

tentionetablir  la  religion  catholique;  but  in   1686,  demonstrates  an  intention  of 

these  perhaps  might  be  explained  by  overthrowing    the    Anglican    establish- 

a  fiv  greater  number  of  passages,  where  ment. 


218    CONSTITUTIONAL    HISTORY    OF   ENGLAND    [Chap.XIV. 

unadvisedly  given  to  the  Anglican  church  at  his  accession. 
This  interpretation  of  his  language  is  confirmed  by  the 
expressions  used  at  the  same  time  by  Sunderland,  which  are 
more  unequivocal,  and  point  at  the  complete  establishment  of 
the  catholic  religion.*  The  particular  care  displayed  by  James 
in  this  conversation,  and  indeed  in  so  many  notorious  instances, 

to  place  the  army,  as  far  as  possible,  in  the  command  of 

*  "  II  [le  roy]  me  r^pondit  k  ce  que  chose  certaine,  c*est  que  oe  plan  U  ne  peat 

je  venois  de  dire,  que  je  connoissois  le  rdussir  que  par  un  concert  et  une  liaison 

fond  de  ses  intentions  pour  I'^tablisse-  ^troite  avec  le  roi  votre  maitre ;  c*estun 

ment  de  la  religion  catholique ;   qu*il  projet  qui  ne  pent  convenir  qu*a  lui,  ni 

n*esperoit  en  venir  k  bout  que  par  Tassist-  reussir  que  par  lui.     Toutes  lea  autres 

ance  de  V.  M.;  que  je  yoyois  qu*il  venoit  puissances  8*y  opposeront  ouvertement, 

de  donner  des  emplois  dans  ses  troupes  ou  le  traverseront  sous  main.     On  sait 

aux  catholiques  aussi  bien  qu*aux  pro-  bien  que  cela  ne  convient  point  au  prince 

testans ;  que  cette  ^galit6  fachoit  beau-  d' Orange ;  mais  8*il  ne  sera  pas  en  ^tat 

coup  de  gens,  mais  qu*il  n*aToit  pas  laiss^  de  Temp^her  si  on  yeut  se  conduire  en 

passer  une  occasion  si  importante  sans  France  comme  il  est  n^ssaire,  c*est-a- 

s*en  pr^valoir;  qu'il  feroit  de  m^me  k  dire  manager  Pamitie  du  roy  d^ Angle- 

regard  des  choses  practicables,  et  que  je  terre,  et  le  contenir  dans  son  projet     Je 

Toyois  plus  clair  sur  cela  dans  ses  des-  vois  clairement  Tappr^hension  que  beau- 

seins  que  ses  propres  ministres,  8*en  6tant  coup  de  gens  ont  d*une  liaison  ayec  la 

souvent  ouvert  avec  moi  sans  reserve,"  France,  et  les  efforts  qu*on   fait  pour 

p.  104.   In  a  second  conversation  imme-  Taffbiblir;  mais  cela  ne  sera  au  pouvoir 

diately   afterwards,   the   king  repeated,  de  personne,  si  on  n*en  a  pas  imvie  ce 

"  que  je  connoissois  le  fond  de  ses  des-  France ;  c'est  sur  quoi  il  faut  que  vous 

seins,  et  que  je   pouvois  repondre  que  vouz    expliquiez    ncttement,    que    vous 

tout  son  but  ^toit  d*£tabUr  la  religion  fassiez  connoitre  que  le  roi  votre  maitre 

catholique  ;    qu'il    ne  perdroit  aucune  veut  aider  de  bonne  foi  le  roi  d' Angleterre 

occasion  de  la  fitire  .  .  .  que  peu  a  peu  k  ^tablir  fermement   la  religion  catbo- 

il  va  a  son  but,  et  que  ce  qu'il  fait  pre-  lique." 

sentement  emporte  n^cessairement  I'ex-  Hie  word  phu  in  the  above  passage  is 

ercice  libre  de  la  religion  catholique,  qui  not   in    Dairy mple's   extract   from   this 

se  trouvera  ^tabli  avant.qu'un  acte  de  letter,  vol.  ii.  part  iL  pp.  174.  187.  Yet 

parleraent  Tautorise ;  que  je  connoissois  for  omitting  this  word  Serjeant  Hey  wood 

assez  I*  Angleterre  pour  savoir  que  la  pos-  (not  having  attended  to  Dalrymple)  cen- 

sibilit6  d'avoir  des  emplois  et  des  charges  sures  Mr.  Rose  as  if  it  had  been  done 

fera  plus  de  catholiques  que  la  permission  purposely.   Vindic.  of  Fox,  p.  154.    But 

de  dire  des  messes  publiques ;  que  ce-  this  is  not  quite  judicious  or  equitable, 

pendant   il  s'attendoit  que    V.    M.   ne  since  another  critic  might  suggest  that  it 

Tabandonneroit  pas,"  &c.  p.  106.     Sun-  was  purposely  interpolated.     No  one  of 

derland  entered   on   the   same   subject,  common  candour  would  suspect  this  of 

saying,  **  Je  ne  sais  pas  si  Ton  voit  en  Mr.  Fox  ;  but  his  copyist,  I  presume, 

France  les  choses  comme  elles  sont  ici;  was   not  infallible.     The   word  pltu  is 

mais  je  defie  ceux  qui  les  voyent  de  pres  evidently  incorrect.  The  catholic  religion 

de  ne  pas  connoitre  que   le   roy  mon  was  not  established  at  all  in  any  possible 

maitre  n*a  rieu  dans  le  coeur  si  avant  que  sense ;  what  room  could  there  be  for  the 

I'envie  ^*etabltr  la  religion  catholique ;  comparative  ?  M.  Mazure,  who  has  more 

qu^il  ne  pent  meme,  selon  le  bon  sens  et  lately  perused  the  letters  of  Barillon  at 

la  droite  raison,  avoir  d'autre  but ;  que  Paris,  prints  the  passage  without  p/us, 

sans  cela  il  ne  sera  jamais  en  siiret^,  et  Hist,  de  la  R^vol.  ii.  36.     Certainly  the 

sera  toujours  expose  au  zele  indiscret  de  whole  conversation  here  ascribed  to  Sun- 

ceux  qui  ^haufferont  les  peuples  contre  derland  points  at  something  far  beyond 

la  catholicity,  tant  qu*elle  ne  sera  pas  the  free  exercise  of  the  Roman  catholic 

plui  pleinement  ^tablie ;  il  y  a  une  autre  religion. 
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catholic  officers,  has  very  much  the  appearance  of  his  looking 
towards  the  employment  of  force  in  overthrowing  the  pro- 
testant  church,  as  well  as  the  civil  privileges  of  his  subjects. 
Yet  he  probably  entertained  confident  hopes,  in  the  outset  of 
his  reign,  that  he  might  not  be  driven  to  this  necessity,  or  at 
least  should  only  have  occasion  to  restrain  a  fanatical  populace. 
He  would  rely  on  the  intrinsic  excellence  of  his  own  religion, 
and  still  more  on  the  temptations  that  his  favour  would  hold 
out.     For  the  repeal  of  the  test  would  not  have  placed  the 
two  religions  on  a  fair  level.    Catholics,  however  little  quali- 
fied,  would  have  filled,  as  in  fact  they  did  under  the  dispensing 
power,  most  of  the  principal  stations  in  the  court,  law,  and 
army.     The  king  told  Barillon,  he  was  well  enough  acquainted 
with  England  to  be  assured,  that  the  admissibility  to  office 
would  make  more  catholics  than  the  right  of  saying  mass 
publicly.     There  was,  on  the  one  hand,  a  prevailing  laxity  of 
principle  in  the  higher  ranks,  and  a  corrupt  devotedness  to 
power  for  the  sake  of  the  emoluments  it  could  dispense,  which 
encouraged  the  expectation  of  such  a  nominal  change  in  reli- 
gion as  had  happened  in  the  sixteenth  century.    And,  on  the 
other,  much  was  hoped  by  the  king  from  the  church  itself. 
He  had  separated  from  her  communion  in  consequence  of  the 
arguments  which  her  own  divines  had  furnished;   he  had 
conversed  with  men  bred  in  the  school  of  Laud ;  and  was 
slow  to  believe  that  the  conclusions  which  he  had,  not  perhaps 
unreasonably,  derived  from  the  semi-protestant  theology  of 
his  father's  reign,  would  not  appear  equally  irresistible  to  all 
minds,  when  free  from  the  danger  and  obloquy  that  had 
attended  them.     Thus  by  a  voluntary  return  of  the  clergy 
and  nation  to  the  bosom  of  the  catholic  church,  he  might 
both  obtain  an  immortal  renown,  and  secure  his  prerogative 
against  that  religious  jealousy  which  had  always  been  the 
aliment  of  political  factions.*     Till  this  revolution  however 

*  It  is  curious  to  remark  that  both  protestant,    his   encroachments   on   the 

James  and  Louis  considered  the  re-esta-  rights  of  his  subjects  would   not  have 

blishment  of  the  catholic  religion  and  of  been  less  than   they  were,  though  not 

the  royal  authority  as  closely  connected,  exactly  of  the  same  nature ;  but  the  main 

and  parts  of  one  great  system.     Barillon  object  of  his  reign  can  hardly  be  denied 

in  Fox,  Append.  19.  57.    Mazure,  i.  S46.  to  have  been  either  the  fiill  toleration,  or 

Mr.  Fox  maintains  (Hist.  p.  102.)  that  the  national  establishment  of  the  church 

the  great  object  of  the  former  was  abso-  of  Rome.     Mr.  Fox's  remark  must,  at  all 

lute  power  rather  than  the  interests  of  events,  be  limited  to  the  year  1685. 
popery.    Doubtless,  if  James  had  been  a 
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could  be  brought  about,  he  determined  to  court  the  church  of 
England,  whose  boast  of  exclusive  and  unlimited  loyalty  could 
hardly  be  supposed  entirely  hollow,  in  order  to  obtain  the 
repeal  of  the  penal  laws  and  disqualifications  which  affected 
that  of  Rome.  And  though  the  maxims  of  religious  toler- 
ation had  been  always  in  his  mouth,  he  did  not  hesitate  to 
propitiate  her  with  the  most  acceptable  sacrifice,  the  persecu- 
tion  of  non-conforming  ministers.  He  looked  upon  the  dis- 
senters as  men  of  republican  principles  ;  and  if  he  could  have 
made  his  bargain  for  the  free  exercise  of  the  catholic  worship, 
I  see  no  reason  to  doubt  that  he  would  never  have  announced 
his  general  indulgence  to  tender  consciences.* 

But  James  had  taken  too  narrow  a  view  of  the  mighty 
people  whom  he  governed.     The  laity  of  every  class, 
ceived  jwjjo  thc  tory  gentlemen  almost  equally  with  the  presby- 
IlTb^lcu****  terian  artisan,  entertained  an  inveterate  abhorrence 
of  the  Romish  superstition.     Their  first  education, 
the  usual  tenor  of  preaching,  far  more  polemical  than  at  pre- 
sent, the  books  most  current,  the  tradition  of  ancient  cruelties 
and  conspiracies,  rendered  this  a  cardinal  point  of  religion 
even  with  those  who  had  little  beside.    Many  still  gave  credit 
to  the  popish  plot ;  and  with  those  who  had  been  compelled 
to  admit  its  general  falsehood,  there  remained,  as  is  frequently 
the  case,  an  indefinite  sense  of  dislike  and  suspicion,  like  the 

*  Fox,  Appendix,  p.  33.  Ralph,  869.  122.  It  is  said  also  that  one  of  the  rea^ 
The  prosecution  of  Baxter,  for  what  was  sons  for  the  disgrace  of  lord  Halifax  was 
called  reflecting  on  the  bishops,  is  an  his  speaking  warmly  about  the  revocation 
instance  of  this.  State  Trials,  ii.  494.  of  the  edict  of  Nantes.  Id.  p.  55.  Yet 
Notwithstanding  Janaes's  affected  zeal  for  James  sometimes  blamed  this  himself,  so 
toleration,  he  did  not  scruple  to  congra-  as  to  displease  Louis.  Id.  p.  56.  In  feet, 
tulate  Louis  on  the  success  of  his  very  it  very  much  tended  to  obstruct  bis  own 
different  mode  of  converting  heretics,  views  for  the  establishment  of  a  religion 
Yet  I  rather  believe  him  to  have  l)een  which  had  just  shown  itself  in  so  odious 
really  averse  to  persecution ;  though  with  a  form.  For  this  reason,  though  a  brief 
true  Stuart  insincerity  he  chose  to  flatter  was  read  in  churches  for  the  sufierers, 
his  patron.  Dalrymple,  p.  177.  A  book  special  directions  were  given  that  there 
by  Claude,  published  in  Holland,  entitled  should  be  no  sermon.  It  is  even  said 
**  Plaintes  des  Protcstans  cruellement  that  he  took  on  himself  the  distribution 
opprim^s  dans  le  royaume  de  France,"  of  the  money  collected  for  the  refugees, 
was  ordered  to  be  burned  by  the  hang-  in  order  to  stop  the  subscription  ;  or  at 
man,  on  the  complaint  of  the  French  least  that  his  interference  had  that  effect 
ambassador,and  the  translator  and  printer  The  enthusiasm  for  the  French  protest- 
to  be  enquired  afler  and  prosecuted,  ants  was  such  that  single  persons  sub- 
Lond.  Gazette,  May  8.  1686.  Jefferies  scribed  500  or  1000  pounds;  which, 
objected  to  this  in  council  as  unusual ;  relatively  to  the  opulence  of  the  kingdom, 
but  the  king  was  determined  to  gratify  almost  equals  any  munificence  of  this  age. 
his  most  christian  brother.     Mazure,  ii.  Id.  p.  123. 
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swell  of  waves  after  a  storm,  which  attached  itself  to  all  the 
objects  of  that  calumny.*  This  was  of  course  enhanced  by 
the  insolent  and  injudicious  confidence  of  the  Romish  faction, 
especially  the  priests,  in  their  demeanour,  their  language,  and 
their  publications.  Meanwhile  a  considerable  change  had 
been  wrought  in  the  doctrinal  system  of  the  Anglican  church 
since  the  restoration.  The  men  most  conspicuous  in  the 
reign  of  Charles  II.  for  their  writings,  and  for  their  argu- 
mentative eloquence  in  the  pulpit,  were  of  the  class  who  had 
been  denominated  Latitudinarian  divines ;  and  while  they 
maintained  the  principles  of  the  Remonstrants  in  opposition 
to  the  school  of  Calvin,  were  powerful  and  unequivocal  sup- 
porters of  the  protestant  cause  against  Rome.  They  made 
none  of  the  dangerous  concessions  which  had  shaken  the  faith 
of  the  duke  and  duchess  of  York,  they  regretted  the  disuse 
of  no  superstitious  ceremony,  they  denied  not  the  one  essential 
characteristic  of  the  reformation,  the  right  of  private  judg- 
ment, they  avoided  the  mysterious  jargon  of  a  real  presence  in 
the  Lord's  Supper.  Thus  such  an  agreement  between  the 
two  churches  as  had  been  projected  at  different  times  was 
become  far  more  evidently  impracticable,  and  the  separation 
more  broad  and  defined.t  These  men,  as  well  as  others  who 
do  not  properly  belong  to  the  same  class,  were  now  distin- 
guished by  their  courageous  and  able  defences  of  the  reform- 

*  It  is  well  known  that  the  house  of  these  crown  prosecutioas ;  and  a  con- 
commons,  in  1 685,  would  not  pass  the  scientious  tory  would  be  loth  to  vote  for 
bill  for  reversing  lord  Stafford's  attainder,  it. 

against  which  a  few  peers  had  entered  a  f  **  In  all  the  disputes  relating  to  that 
very  spirited  protest.  Pari.  Hist  1 S61.  mystery  before  the  civil  wars,  the  church 
Bftrillon  says,  this  was  *<  parce  que  dans  of  England  protestant  writers  owned  the 
k  pr&tmbule  il  y  a  des  mou  ins^r^  qui  real  presence,  and  only  abstracted  from 
semblent  fiivoriser  la  religion  catholique ;  the  modui  or  manner  of  Christ's  body 
cela  seul  a  retard^  la  rehabilitation  du  being  present  in  the  eucharist,  and  there- 
comte  de  Stafford  dont  tous  sont  d'accord  fore  durst  not  say  but  it  might  be  there 
a  regard  du  ibnd.**  Fox,  A  pp.  p.  110.  by  transubstantiation  as  well  as  by  any 
But  there  was  another  reason  which  might  other  way. ...  It  was  only  of  late  years 
have  weight.  Stafford  had  been  convicted  that  such  principles  have  crept  into  the 
on  the  evidence,  not  only  of  Gates,  who  church  of  England ;  which,  having  been 
had  been  lately  found  guilty  of  perjury,  blown  into  the  parliament  house,  had 
but  of  several  other  witnesses,  especially  raised  continual  tumults  about  religion 
Dugdale  and  Turberville.  And  these  ever  since.  Thos«  unlearned  and  fanatical 
men  had  been  brought  forward  by  the  notions  were  never  heard  of  till  doctor 
government  against  lord  Shaftesbury  and  Still ingfleet's  late  invention  of  them,  by 
CoUege,  the  latter  of  whom  had  been  which  he  exposed  himself  to  the  lash,  not 
hanged  on  their  testimony.  The  reversal  only  of  the  Roman  catholics,  but  to  that 
of  Lord  Stafford's  attainder,  just  as  we  now  of  many  of  the  church  of  England  con- 
think  ity  would  have  been  a  disgrace  to  trovertists  too.**  Life  of  James,  ii.  146. 
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ation.  The  victory,  in  the  judgment  of  the  nation,  was  wholly 
theirs.  Rome  had  indeed  her  proselytes,  but  such  as  it  would 
have  been  more  honourable  to  have  wanted.  The  people 
heard  sometimes  with  indignation,  or  rather  with  contempt, 
that  an  unprincipled  minister,  a  temporising  bishop,  or  a 
licentious  poet,  had  gone  over  to  the  side  of  a  monarch  who 
made  conformity  with  his  religion  the  only  certain  path  to 
his  favour. 

The  short  period  of  a  four  years*  reign  may  be  divided  by 
several  distinfiiiishing:  points  of  time,  which  make 

I'roroffation  o  ^    o   f 

ofPariia-  80  mauv  changfes  in  the  posture  of  ffovemment. 
rrom  the  kmg^s  accession  to  the  prorogation  oi  par- 
liament on  November  30.  1685,  he  had  acted  apparently  in 
concurrence  with  the  same  party  that  had  supported  him  in 
his  brother's  reign,  of  which  his  own  seemed  the  natural 
and  almost  undistinguishable  continuation.  This  party,  which 
had  become  incomparably  stronger  than  the  opposite,  had 
greeted  him  with  such  unbounded  professions*,  the  temper 
of  its  representatives  had  been  such  in  the  first  session  of 
parliament,  that  a  prince  less  obstinate  than  James  might 
have  expected  to  succeed  in  attaining  an  authority  which  the 
nation  seemed  to  offer.  A  rebellion  speedily  and  decisively 
quelled  confirms  every  government ;  it  seemed  to  place  his 
own  beyond  hazard.  Could  he  have  been  induced  to  change  the 

*  See  London  Gazettes,  1685,  passim ;  long  time.     And  from  men*8  attempting 

the  most  remarkable  are  inserted  by  Ralph  to  exclude  him,  they,  at  this  juncture  of 

and  Kennet.     I  am  sure  the  addresses  time,  made  him  their  darling ;  no  more 

which  we  have   witnessed   in   this  age  was  his  religion  terrible;  his  magnani- 

among  a  neighbouring  people  are  not  on  roous  courage,  and  the  hardships  he  had 

the  whole  more  fulsome  and  disgraceful,  undergone,  were  the  discourse  of  all  men. 

Addresses,  however,  of  all  descriptions,  And  some  reports  of  a  misunderstanding 

as  we  well  know,  arc  generally  the  com-  betwixt  the  French  king  and  him,  occa- 

position  of  some  zealous  individual,  whose  sioned  originally  by  the  marriage  of  the 

expressions  are  not  to  be  taken  as  entirely  lady  Mary  to  the  prince  of  Orange,  in- 

those  of  the  subscribers.     Still  these  are  dustriously  spread  abroad  to  amuse  the 

sufficient  to  manifest  the  general  spirit  of  ignorant,  put  men  in  hopes  of  what  they 

the  times.  had  long  wished ;  that,  by  a  conjunction 

The  king's  popularity  at  his  accession,  of  Holland  and  Spain,  &c.  we  might  have 

which  all  contemporary  writers  attest,  been  able  to  reduce  France  to  the  terms 

is  strongly  expressed  by  lord  Lonsdale,  of  the  Pyrenean  treaty,  which  was  now 

**  The  great  interest  he  had  in  hb  brother,  become  the  terror  of  Christendom,  we 

so  that  all  applications  to  the  king  seemed  never  having  had  a  prince  for  many  ages 

to  succeed  only  as  he  favoured  them,  and  that  had  so  great  a  reputation  for  expe- 

the  general  opinion  of  him  to  be  a  prince  rience  and  a  martial  spirit.'*  P.  3.    Tliis 

steady  above  all  others  to  his  word,  made  last  sentence  is  a  truly  amusing  contrast 

him  at  that  time  the  most  popular  prince  to  the  real  truth, 
that  had  been  known  in  England  for  a 
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order  of  his  designs,  and  accustom  the  people  to  a  military 
force,  and  to  a  prerogative  of  dispensing  with  statutes  of 
temporal  concern,  before  he  meddled  too  ostensibly  with  their 
religion,  he  would  possibly  have  gained  both  the  objects  of 
his  desire.  Even  conversions  to  popery  might  have  been 
more  frequent,  if  the  gross  solicitations  of  the  court  had  not 
made  them  dishonourable.  But,  neglecting  the  hint  of  a 
prudent  adviser,  that  the  death  of  Monmouth  left  a  far  more 
dangerous  enemy  behind,  he  suflered  a  victory  that  might 
have  ensured  him  success  to  inspire  an  arrogant  confidence 
that  led  on  to  destruction.  Master  of  an  army,  and  deter- 
mined to  keep  it  on  foot,  he  naturally  thought  less  of  a  good 
understanding  with  parliament.*  He  had  already  rejected 
the  proposition  of  employing  bribery  among  the  members, 
an  expedient  very  little  congenial  to  his  presumptuous  temper 
and  notions  of  govemment.t  They  were  assembled,  in  his 
opinion,  to  testify  the  nation's  loyalty,  and  thankfulness  to 
their  gracious  prince  for  not  taking  away  their  laws  and 
Uberties.  But,  if  a  factious  spirit  of  opposition  should  once 
prevail,  it  could  not  be  his  fault  if  he  dismissed  them  till 
more  becoming  sentiments  should  again  gain  ground.^  Hence, 

*  **  On  Toit  qulnsensiblement  les  ca-  dans   une   condition  bien   diffi^rente  de 

tboliques  auront  les  armes  4  la  main ;  celle  ob.  ils  ont  ^te  jusques  k  present.   lis 

e*est  un  £tat  bien  diiTSrent  de  Toppression  le  connoissent,  et  voyent  bien  qu'un  roy 

ou  ils  ^toient,  et  dont  les  protestans  z41es  de  differente  religion  que  celle  du  pays, 

re^oivent  une  grande  mortification ;  ils  et  qui  se  trouve  arm^,  ne  renoncera  pas 

voyent  bien  que  le  roy  d*Ang1eterre  (era  ais^ment  aux  avantages  que  lui  donne  la 

le  reste  quand  il  le  pourra.    La  lev^e  des  d^faite  des  rebelles,  et  les  troupes  qu*il  a 

troupes, qui serontbientotcomplettes, fait  sur  pied.'*      And  afterwards:    **  I.e  roi 

juger  que  le  roy  d* Angleterre  veut  etre  d' Angleterre  m'a  dit  que  quoiqu'il  arrive, 

en  ^t  de  se  iaire  ob6ir,  et  de  n'etre  pas  il  conservera  les  troupes  sur  pied,  quand 

gen^  par  les  loix  qui  se  trouverout  con-  roeme  le  pari ement  ne  lui  donneroit  pour 

traires  a  ce  qu*il  yeut  4tablir."  Barillon,  les  entretenir.     II  connoit  bien  que  le 

in  Fox*s  Appendix,  111.    "  II  me  paroit  parlement  verra  mal  volontiers  cet  ^ta- 

(be  says,  June  25. ),  que  le  roy  d' Angle-  blissement;  mais  il  veut  etre  assur^  du 

terre  a  ^te  fort  ais^  d*avoir  une  pr^texte  dedans  de  son  pays,  et  il  croit  ne  le  pou- 

de  lever  des  troupes,  et  qu*il  croit  que  voir  etre  sans  cela.**      Dalrymple,  169. 

Tentreprise  de  M.  le  due  de  Monmouth  170. 

DC  servira  qu*^  le  rendre  plus  maitre  de  f  Fox*s  App.  69.     Dalrymple,  153. 

sons  pays."  And  on  July  SO. :  **  Le  pro-  |  It  had  been  the  intention  of  Sunder- 

jet  du  roy  d'Angleterre  est  d'abolir  en-  land  and  the  others  to  dissolve  parlia- 

ti^rement  les  milices,  dont  il  a  reoonnu  ment,   as  soon   as  the   revenue  for  life 

rioutilite  et  le  danger  en  cette  derni^re  should  be  settled,  and  to  rely  in  future 

occasion ;   et  de  faire,  s*il  est  possible,  on  the  assistance  of  France.     Fox's  App. 

que  le  parlement  ^tablisse  le  fond  destine  59,  CO.     Mazure,  i.  432.     But  this  was 

pour  les  milices  a  I'entretien  des  troupes  prevented,  partly  by  the  sudden  invasion 

regimes.     Tout  cela  change  entierement  of  Monmouth,  which  made  a  new  session 

Tetat  de  ce  pays  ici,  et  met  les  Anglois  necessary,  and  gave  hopes  of  a  large  sup- 


224    CONSTITUTIONAL   HISTORY   OF   ENGLAND    [Chap.  XIV. 

he  did  not  hesitate  to  prorogae,  and  eventually  to  dissolve, 
the  most  compliant  house  of  commons  that  had  been  returned 
since  his  family  had  sat  on  the  throne,  at  the  cost  of  700,000/., 
a  grant  of  supply  which  thus  fell  to  the  ground,  rather  than 
endure  any  opposition  on  the  subject  of  the  test  and  penal 
laws.  Yet,  from  the  strength  of  the  court  in  aU  divisions, 
it  must  seem  not  improbable  to  us  that  he  might,  by  the 
usual  means  of  management,  have  carried  both  of  those 
favourite  measures,  at  least  through  the  lower  house  of  par- 
liament. For  the  crown  lost  the  most  important  division 
only  by  one  vote,  and  had  in  general  a  minority.  The  very  ad- 
dress about  unqualified  officers,  which  gave  the  king  such 
offence  as  to  bring  on  a  prorogation,  was  worded  in  the  most 
timid  manner  ;  the  house  having  rejected  unanimously  the 
words  first  inserted  by  their  committee,  requesting  that  his 
majesty  would  be  pleased  not  to  continue  them  in  their  em- 
ployments, for  a  vague  petition  that  "  he  would  be  graciously 
pleased  to  give  such  directions  that  no  apprehensions  or  jea- 
lousies may  remain  in  the  hearts  of  his  majesty^s  good  and 
faithful  subjects.'** 

The  second  period  of  this  reign  extends  from  the  proroga- 
tion of  parliament  to  the  dismissal  of  the  earl  of  Rochester 
from  the  treasury  in  1686.  During  this  time  James,  exas- 
perated at  the  reluctance  of  the  commons  to  acquiesce  in  his 
measures,  and  the  decisive  opposition  of  the  church,  threw  off 
the  half  restraint  he  had  imposed  on  himself;  and  showed 
plainly  that,  with  a  bench  of  judges  to  pronounce  his  com- 
mands, and  an  army  to  enforce  them,  he  would  not  suffer  the 
mockery  of  constitutional  limitations  to  stand  any  longer  in 
his  way.    Two  important  steps  were  made  this  year  towards 

ply  for  the  army;   and   partly  by  the  to  138.     In  the  Life  of  James,  it.  55.,  it 

unvrillingness  of  the  king  of  France  to  is  said  that  it   was  carried  aguost  the 

advance  as  much  money  as  the  English  motion  by  only  four  voices;  and  this  I 

government  wanted.    In  fact  the  plan  of  6nd  confirmed  by  a  manuscript  account 

continual  prorogations  answered  as  well,  of  the    debates    (Sloane   MSS.   1470), 

*  Journals,  Nov.  14.  Barillon  says  which  gives  the  numbers  212  to  808. 
that  the  king  answered  this  humble  ad-  The  journal  probably  is  mis-printed,  as 
dress,  **  avec  des  marques  de  fiert^  et  de  the  court  and  country  parties  were  rery 
colere  sur  le  visage,  qui  faisoit  assez  con-  equal.  It  is  said  in  this  manuscript, 
noitre  ses  sentimens.'*  Dalrymple,  172.  that  those  who  opposed  the  address  op- 
See  too  his  letter  in  Fox,  139.  posed  also  the  motion  for  requesting  the 

A  motion  was  made  to  ask  the  lords*  lords*  concurrence  in  it ;  but  James  re- 
concurrence  in  this  address,  which,  ac-  presents  it  otherwise,  as  a  device  of  the 
cording  to  the  journals,  was  lost  by  212  court  to  quash  the  proceeding. 
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the  acoomplishment  of  his  designs,  by  the  judgment  of  the  court 
of  king's  bench  in  the  case  of  sir  Edward  Hales,  confirming 
the  right  of  the  crown  to  dispense  with  the  test  act,  and  by 
the  establishment  of  the  new  ecclesiastical  commission. 

The  kings  of  England,  if  not  immemorially,  yet  from  a 
very  early  era  in  our  records,  have  exercised  a  pre-  Di«peniing 
rogative  unquestioned  by  parliament,  and  recognised  S?m1d  b^the 
by  courts  of  justice,  that  of  granting  dispensations  ^"*****' 
from  the  prohibitions  and  penalties  of  particular  laws.  The 
language  of  ancient  statutes  was  usually  brief  and  careless, 
with  few  of  those  attempts  to  regulate  prospective  contingen- 
cies, which,  even  with  our  pretended  modern  caution,  are  so 
often  imperfect ;  and,  as  the  sessions  were  never  regular, 
sometimes  interrupted  for  several  years,  there  was  a  kind 
of  necessity,  or  great  convenience,  in  deviating  occasionally 
from  the  rigour  of  a  general  prohibition  ;  more  often  perhaps 
some  motive  of  interest  or  partiality  would  induce  the  crown 
to  infringe  on  the  legal  rule.  This  dispensing  power,  how- 
ever, g^ew  up,  as  it  were,  collaterally  to  the  sovereignty  of  the 
legislature,  which  it  sometimes  appeared  to  overshadow.  It 
was,  of  course,  asserted  in  large  terms  by  counsellors  of 
state,  and  too  frequently  by  the  interpreters  of  law.  Lord 
Coke,  before  he  had  learned  the  bolder  tone  of  his  declining 
years,  lays  it  down,  that  no  act  of  parliament  can  bind  the 
king  from  any  prerogative  which  is  inseparable  from  his  per- 
son, so  that  he  may  not  dispense  with  it  by  a  non-obtante ; 
such  is  his  sovereign  power  to  command  any  of  his  subjects 
to  serve  him  for  the  public  weal,  which  solely  and  inseparably 
is  annexed  to  his  person,  and  cannot  be  restrained  by  any  act 
of  parliament.  Thus,  although  the  statute  23  H.  6.  c.  8. 
provides  that  all  patents  to  hold  the  office  of  sheriff  for  more 
than  one  year  shall  be  void,  and  even  enacts  that  the  king 
shall  not  dispense  with  it ;  yet  it  was  held  by  all  the  judges 
in  the  reign  of  Henry  VH.,  that  the  king  may  grant  such  a 
patent  for  a  longer  term  on  good  grounds,  whereof  he  alone 
is  the  judge.  So  also  the  statutes  which  restrain  the  king 
from  granting  pardons  in  case  of  murder  have  been  held 
void ;  and  doubtless  the  constant  practice  has  been  to  dis- 
regard them.* 

*  Coke,  12  Rep.  18. 
VOL.  II.  Q 
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This  high  and  dangerous  prerogative,  nevertheless,  was 
subject  to  several  limitations,  which  none  but  the  grosser 
flatterers  of  monarchy  could  deny.  It  was  agreed  among 
lawyers  that  the  king  could  not  dispense  with  the  conmion 
law,  nor  with  any  statute  prohibiting  that  which  was  malum 
in  se^  nor  with  any  right  or  interest  of  a  private  person,  or 
corporation.*  The  rules,  however,  were  still  rather  compli- 
cated, the  boundaries  indefinite,  and  therefore  varying  accord- 
ing to  the  political  character  of  the  judges.  For  many  years 
dispensations  had  been  confined  to  taking  away  such  inca- 
pacity as  either  the  statutes  of  a  college,  or  some  law  of  little 
consequence,  perhaps  almost  obsolete,  might  happen  to  have 
created.  But  when  a  collusive  action  was  brought  against 
sir  Edward  Hales,  a  Roman  catholic,  in  the  name  of  his 
servant,  to  recover  the  penalty  of  500/.  imposed  by  the  test 
act,  for  accepting  the  commission  of  colonel  of  a  regiment, 
without  the  previous  qualification  of  receiving  the  sacrament 
in  the  church  of  England,  the  whole  importance  of  the 
alleged  prerogative  became  visible,  and  the  fate  of  the  esta' 
blished  constitution  seemed  to  hang  upon  the  decision.  The 
plaintiflf  s  advocate,  Northey,  was  known  to  have  received  his 
fee  from  the  other  side,  and  was  thence  suspected,  perhaps 
unfairly,  of  betraying  his  own  cause  t;  but  the  chief  justice 
Herbert  showed  that  no  arguments  against  this  prerogative 
would  have  swayed  his  determination.     Not   content  with 

*  Vaughan*s  Reports.  Thomas  ▼.  Sor-  the  word  nuisance  is  used  to  the  pur- 
rell, 333.  [Lords*  Journals,  29th  Dec,  pose;  and  farther,  that  they  do  not  rob 
1666.  '*  The  commons  introduced  the  the  king  of  any  right  he  ever  bad  ;  for 
word  '  nuisance '  into  the  Irish  bill,  in  he  never  had  a  power  to  do  hurt  to  his 
order  to  prevent  the  king's  dispensing  people,  nor  would  exercise  it ;  and  there- 
witli  it.  The  lords  did  argue  that  it  fore,  there  is  no  danger  in  the  passing 
was  an  ill  precedent,  and  that  which  wUl  this  bill  of  imposing  on  his  pren^ative  ; 
ever  hereaifter  be  held  as  a  way  of  pre-  and  concluded  that  they  think  they  ought 
venting  the  king's  dispensation  with  to  do  this,  so  as  the  people  nuiy  reaUy 
acts,  and  therefore  rather  advise  to  pass  have  the  benefit  of  it  when  it  is  passed, 
the  bill  without  that  word,  and  let  it  go  &c.  The  lords  gave  way  soon  after- 
accompanied  with  a  petition  to  the  king,  wards."  Fepys*s  Diary,  Jan.  9.  1666-7. 
that  he  will  not  dispense  with  it,  this  Clarendon  speaks  of  this  precaution 
being  a  more  civil  way  to  the  king,  against  the  dispensing  powers  as  deroga- 
They  answered  well,  that  this  do  imply  tory  to  the  king's  prerogative ;  **  divesting 
that  the  king  should  pass  their  bill,  and  him  of  a  trust  that  was  inherent  in  him 
yet  with  design  to  dispense  with  it ;  from  all  antiquity.'*  Life  of  Clarendon, 
which  is  to  suppose  the  king  guilty  of  p.  380.] 

abusing  them.     And  more,  they  produce  f  Burnet  and  others.      This  hardly 

precedents  for  it ;  namely,  that  against  appears  by  Northey's  argument, 
new  buildings,  and  about  leather,  when 
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treating  the  question  as  one  of  no  difficulty,  he  grounded  his 
decision  in  fevour  of  the  defendant  upon  principles  that 
would  extend  far  beyond  the  immediate  case.  He  laid  it 
down  that  the  kings  of  England  were  sovereign  princes,  that 
die  laws  of  England  were  die  king's  laws ;  that  it  was  conse- 
quently an  inseparable  prerogative  of  the  crown  to  dispense 
with  penal  laws  in  particular  cases,  for  reasons  of  which  it 
was  the  sole  judge.  This  he  called  the  ancient  remains  of 
the  sovereign  power  and  prerogative  of  the  kings  of  England, 
which  never  yet  was  taken  from  them,  nor  could  be.  There 
was  no  law,  he  said,  that  might  not  be  dispensed  with  by  the 
supreme  lawgiver  (meaning  evidentiy  the  king,  since  the  pro- 
position would  otiierwise  be  impertinent) ;  though  he  made  a 
sort  of  distinction  as  to  those  which  affected  the  subject's  pri- 
vate right.  But  the  general  maxims  of  slavish  churchmen 
and  lawyers  were  asserted  so  broadly,  that  a  future  judge 
would  find  littie  difficulty  in  making  use  of  this  precedent  to 
justify  any  stretch  of  arbitrary  power.* 

It  is  by  no  means  evident  that  the  decision  in  this  parti- 
cular case  of  Hales,  which  had  the  approbation  of  eleven 
judges  out  of  twelve,  was  against  law.t  The  course  of 
former  precedents  seems  rather  to  furnish  its  justification. 
But  the  less  untenable  such  a  judgment  in  favour  of  the  dis- 
pensing power  might  appear,  the  more  necessity  would  men 
of  reflection  perceive  of  making  some  great  change  in  the  re- 
lations of  the  people  towards  their  sovereign.  A  prerogative 
of  setting  aside  the  enactments  of  parliament,  which  in 
trifling  matters,  and  for  the  sake  of  conferring  a  benefit  on 
individuals,  might  be  suffered  to  exist  with  litde  mischief, 
became  intolerable  when  exercised  in  contravention  of  the 
very  principle  of  those  statutes  which  had  been  provided  for 
the  security  of  fundamental  liberties  or  institutions^  Thus 
the  test  act,  the  great  achievement,  as  it  had  been  reckoned, 
of  the  protestant  party,  for  the  sake  of  which  the  most  sub 
servient  of  parliaments  had  just  dien  ventured  to  lose  the 
king^s  favour,  became  absolutely  nugatory  and  ineffective,  by 

*  Sute   Trials,   zl  1165— 1S80.     S  The  king  had  primtely   lecnred    this 

Sbover*8  Reports,  475.  opinion  of  the  bench  in  his  fiiTour  before 

•f-  The  dinentient  Judge  was  Street ;  the  action  was  brought.     Life  of  James, 

and   Powell    is  said    to  have  doubted,  ii.  79. 
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a  construction  which  the  law  itself  did  not  reject.  Nor  was 
it  easy  to  provide  any  sufficient  remedy  by  means  of  parlia- 
ment; since  it  was  the  doctrine  of  the  judges,  that  the  king's 
inseparable  and  sovereign  prerogatives  in  matters  of  govern- 
ment could  not  be  taken  away  or  restrained  by  statute.  The 
unadvised  assertion  in  a  court  of  justice  of  this  principle^ 
which  though  not  by  any  means  novel,  had  never  been 
advanced  in  a  business  of  such  universal  concern  and  interest, 
may  be  said  to  have  sealed  the  condemnation  of  the  house  of 
Stuart.  It  made  the  co-existence  of  an  hereditary  line, 
claiming  a  sovereign  prerogative  paramount  to  the  liberties 
they  had  vouchsafed  to  concede,  incompatible  with  the  security 
or  probable  duration  of  those  liberties.  This  incompatibility 
is  the  true  basis  of  the  revolution  in  1688. 

But,  whatever  pretext  the  custom  of  centuries  or  the 
authority  of  compliant  lawyers  might  afford  for  these  dispens- 
ations from  the  test,  no  legal  defence  could  be  made  for  the 
Ecciesustioai  ccclcsiastical  commission  of  1686.  The  high  com- 
cominiaaton.  jniggj^n  covLTt  of  Elizabeth  had  been  altogether  taken 
away  by  an  act  of  the  long  parliament,  which  went  on  to  pro- 
vide that  no  new  court  should  be  erected  with  the  like  power, 
jurisdiction,  and  authority.  Yet  the  commission  issued  by 
James  II.  followed  very  nearly  the  words  of  that  which  had 
created  the  original  court  under  Elizabeth,  omitting  a  few 
particulars  of  little  moment.*  It  is  not  known,  I  believe,  at 
whose  suggestion  the  king  adopted  this  measure.  The  pre- 
eminence reserved  by  the  commission  to  Jefferies,  whose 
presence  was  made  necessary  to  all  their  meetings,  and  the 
violence  with  which  he  acted  in  all  their  transactions  on  record, 
seem  to  point  him  out  as  its  great  promoter ;  though  it  is 
true  that,  at  a  later  period,  Jefferies  seems  to  have  perceived 
the  destructive  indiscretion  of  the  popish  counsellors.  It  dis- 
played the  king's  change  of  policy  and  entire  separation  from 
that  high-church  party,  to  whom  he  was  indebted  for  the 
throne ;  since  the  manifest  design  of  the  ecclesiastical  com- 


*  State  Trials,  xi  1IS2.  etseq.     The  Chester  and  Sunderland,  and  chief  justice 

members  of  the  commission  were  the  pri-  Herbert.   Three  were  to  form  a  quorum, 

mate  Sancroft(who  never  sat),  Crew  and  but  the  chancellor  necessarily  to  be  one. 

Sprat,  bishops  of  Durham  and  Rochester,  Ralph,  929.     The  earl  of  Mulgrave  was 

the  chancellor  Jefferies,  the  earls  of  B.o-  introduced  afterwards. 
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mission  was  to  bridle  the  clergy,  and  silence  the  voice  of  pro^ 
testant  zeal.  The  proceedings  against  the  bishop  of  London, 
and  other  instances  of  hostility  to  the  established  religion,  are 
well  kno\ni. 

Elated  by  success  and  general  submission,  exasperated  by 
the  reluctance  and  dissatisfaction  of  those  on  whom  he  had 
relied  for  an  active  concurrence  with  his  desires,  the  king 
seems  at  least  by  this  time  to  have  formed  the  scheme  of  sub- 
verting, or  impairing  as  far  as  possible,  the  religious  King*i 
establishment.  He  told  Barillon,  alluding  to  the  «uui!hing 
ecclesiastical  commission,  that  God  had  permitted  '***®'^" 
all  the  statutes  which  had  been  enacted  against  the  catholic 
religion  to  become  the  means  of  its  re-establishment.*  But 
the  most  remarkable  evidence  of  this  design  was  the  collation 
of  Massey,  a  recent  convert,  to  the  deanery  of  Christ  Church, 
with  a  dispensation  from  all  the  statutes  of  uniformity  and 
other  ecclesiastical  laws,  so  ample  that  it  made  a  precedent, 
and  such  it  was  doubtless  intended  to  be,  for  bestowing  any 
benefices  upon  members  of  the  church  of  Rome.  This  dis- 
pensation seems  to  have  been  not  generally  known  at  the 
time.  Burnet  has  stated  the  circumstances  of  Massey's  pro- 
motion inaccurately;  and  no  historian,  I  believe,  till  the  pub- 
lication of  the  instrument  after  the  middle  of  the  last  century, 
was  fully  aware  of  the  degree  in  which  the  king  had  tram- 
pled upon  the  securities  of  the  established  church  in  this 
transaction.t 

A   deeper    impression  was    made    by  the    dismissal    of 
Rochester  from  his  post  of  lord  treasurer;  so  nearly 
consequent  on  his  positive  declaration  of  adherence  orTiS" 
to  the  protestant  religion,  after  the  dispute  held  in 
his  presence  at  the  king's  particular  command,  between  di- 

*  Mazure,  ii.  ISO.  college,  they  are  obliged.  There  is  also, 
f  Henry  Earl  of  Clarendon's  Papers,  in  the  same  book,  a  dispensation  for  one 
iL  S78.  In  Gutcb's  Collectanea  Curl-  Sclater,  curate  of  Putney,  and  rector  of 
osa,  ToL  i.  p.  287.,  we  find  not  only  this  Esher,  for  using  the  conunon  prayer,  &c. 
licence  to  Masaey,  but  one  to  Obadiah  &c.  Id.  p.  290.  These  are  in  May,  1686, 
Walker,  master  of  University  College,  and  subscribed  by  Powis,  the  solicitor- 
and  to  two  fellows  of  the  same,  and  one  general.  The  attorney-general,  Sawyer, 
of  Braaen-nose  College,  to  absent  them-  had  refused  ;  as  we  learn  from  Reresby, 
teWea  from  church,  and  not  to  take  the  p.  133.,  the  only  contemporary  writer, 
oaths  of  supremacy  and  allegiance,  or  do  perhaps,  who  mentions  this  very  remark- 
any  other  thing  to  which,  by  the  laws  able  aggression  on  the  established 
and  statutes  of  the  realm,  or  those  of  the  church. 
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vines  of  both  persuasions,  that  it  had  much  the  appearance  of 
a  resolution  taken  at  court  to  exclude  from  the  high  offices 
of  the  state  all  those  who  gave  no  hope  of  conversion.* 
Clarendon  had  already  given  way  to  Tyrconnel  in  the  govern- 
ment of  Ireland ;  the  privy  seal  was  bestowed  on  a  catholic 
peer,  lord  Arundel ;  lord  Bellasis,  of  the  same  religion,  was 
now  placed  at  the  head  of  the  commission  of  the  treasury ; 
Sunderland,  though  he  did  not  yet  cease  to  conform,  made 
no  secret  of  his  pretended  change  of  opinion;  the  council 
board,  by  virtue  of  the  dispensing  power,  was  filled  with 
those  who  would  refuse  the  test;  a  small  junto  of  catholics, 
with  father  Petre,  the  king's  confessor,  at  their  head,  took 
the  management  of  almost  all  affairs  upon  themselves  t;  men, 
whose  known  want  of  principle  gave  reason  to  expect  their 
compliance,  were  raised  to  bishoprics ;  there  could  be  no 
rational  doubt  of  a  concerted  scheme  to  depress  and  discoun- 
tenance the  established  church.  The  dismissal  of  Rochester, 
who  had  gone  great  lengths  to  preserve  his  power  and  emo- 
luments, and  would  in  all  probability  have  concurred  in  the 
establishment  of  arbitrary  power  under  a  protestant  sove- 
reign t,  may  be  recl^oned  the  most  unequivocal  evidence  of 


*  The  cfttfaolie  lords,  according  to 
Barillon,  had  represented  to  the  king, 
that  nothing  could  be  done  with  parlia- 
ment so  long  as  the  treasurer  caballed 
against  the  designs  of  his  majesty. 
James  promised  to  dismiss  him  if  he  did 
not  change  his  religion.  M azure,  ii.  170. 
The  queen  had  previously  been  rendered 
his  enemy  by  the  arts  of  Sunderland, 
who  persuaded  her  that  lord  and  lady 
Rochester  had  fevoured  the  king's  inti- 
macy with  the  countess  of  Dorchester, 
in  order  to  thwart  the  popish  intrigue. 
Id.  149.  **  On  Toit,*'  says  Barillon  on 
the  treasurer's  dismissal,  "  que  la  cabale 
catholique  a  entidrement  prevalu.  On 
s*attendoit  depuia  quelque  temps  i  ce  qui 
est  arriv^  au  comte  de  Rochester ;  mais 
Tex^ution  fidt  encore  une  nouyelle  im- 
pression sur  Ics  esprits.**     P.  181.  t 

f  Life  of  James,  74.  Barillon  fre- 
quently mentions  this  cabal,  as  haying  in 
effect  the  whole  conduct  of  affairs  in 
their  hands.  Sunderland  belonged  to 
them ;  but  Jeflferies,  being  reckoned  on 
the  protestant  side,  had,  I  believe,  very 
little  influence  for  at  least  the  two  latter 


years  of  the  king's  reign.  •*  Lea  affaires 
de  ce  pays-ci,"  sajrs  Bonrepos,  in  1686, 
**  ne  roulent  4  pr^nt  que  sur  la  reli- 
gion. Le  roi  est  absolument  gouvem^ 
par  les  catholiques.  My  lord  Sunder- 
land ne  se  maintient  que  par  ceux-ci,  et 
par  son  d^ouement  a  fiure  tout  ce  quV 
croit  etre  agr^able  sur  ce  point  II  a  le 
secret  des  af&ires  de  Rome."  Mazure, 
ii.  124.  «  On  feroit  ici,"  says  Barillon, 
the  same  year,  **  ce  que  on  fait  en 
France,**  [that  is,  I  suppose,  dragomier 
et  fusilier  les  h^r^tiques]  *<si  Ton  pouvoit 
esp^rer  de  r^usnr."  P.  127. 

f  Rochester  makes  so  very  bad  a 
figure  in  all  Barillon's  oorreapondence, 
that  there  really  seems  no  want  of  can- 
dour in  this  supposition.  He  was  evi- 
dently the  most  active  co-operator  in  the 
connexion  of  both  the  brothers  with 
France,  and  seems  to  have  had  as  few 
compunctious  visitings,  where  the  church 
of  England  was  not  concerned,  as  Sun- 
derland himself.  Godolphin  was  too 
much  implicated,  at  least  by  acquiescence^ 
in  the  counsels  of  this  reign  ;  yet  we  find 
him  suspected  of  not  wishing  **  se  passer 
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the  king's  intentions ;  and  from  thence  we  may  date  the  de- 
cisive measures  that  were  taken  to  counteract  diem. 

It  was,  I  do  not  merely  say  the  interest,  but  the  clear 
right  and  bounden  duty,  of  the  prince  of  Orange,  to     . 
watch  over  the  internal  politics  of  England,  on  ac-  2IStol 
count  of  the  near  connexion  which  his  own  birth 
and  his  marriage  with  the  presumptive  heir  had  created.    He 
was  never  to  be  reckoned  a  foreigner  as  to  this  country,  which, 
even  in  the  ordinary  course  of  succession,  he  might  be  called 
to  govern.     From  the  time  of  his  union  with  the  princess 
Mary,  he  was  the  legitimate  and  natural  ally  of  the  whig 
party ;  alien  in  all  his  sentiments  from  his  two  uncles,  nei- 
ther  of  whom,  especially  James,  treated   him   with  much 
regard,  on  account  merely  of  his  attachment  to  religion  and 
.iberty,  for  he  might  have  secured  their  affection  by  falling 
into  their  plans.     Before  such  differences  as  subsisted  be- 
tween these  personages,  the  bonds  of  relationship  fall  asunder 
like  flax  ;  and  William  would  have  had  at  least  the  sanction 
of  many  precedents  in  history,  if  he  had  employed  his  influ- 
ence to   excite  sedition  against  Charles  or  James,  and  to 
thwart   their   administration.     Yet  his  conduct  appears  to 
have  been  merely  defensive ;  nor  had  he  the  remotest  con- 
nexion with  the  violent  and  factious  proceedings  of  Shaftes- 
bury and  his  partisans.     He  played  a  very  dexterous,  but 
apparently  very  fair,    game   throughout   die  last  years  of 
Charles ;  never  losing  sight  of  the  popular  party,  through 
whom  alone  he  could  expect  influence  over  England  during 
the  life  of  his  father-in-law,  while  he  avoided  any  direct  rup- 
ture with  the  brothers,  and  every  reasonable  pretext  for  their 
taking  offence. 

It  has  never  been  established  by  any  reputable  testimony, 
though  perpetually  asserted,  nor  is  it  in  the  least  degree  pro- 
bable, that  William  took  any  share  in  prompting  the  invasion 
of  Monmouth.*     But  it  is  nevertheless  manifest  that  he 


cnti^reiiient  de  parlement,  et  k  rompre  of  the  first  ^reat  disappointments  with 

nettement    avec    le    prince  d' Orange."  which  the  king  met.     But  his  dismissal 

Fox,  Append,  p.  60.  from  the  treasury  created  a  sensible  alarm. 

If  Rochester  had  gone  over  to  the  Dalryraple,  179. 

Romanists,  many,  probably,  would  have  *  Lord  Dartmouth  wrote  to  say  that 

followed  :  on  the  other  hand,  his  steadi-  Fletcher    told    him    there   were   good 

ness  retained  the  wavering      It  was  one  grounds  to  suspect  that  the  prince,  un- 
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derived  the  greatest  advantage  from  this  absard  rebellion  and 
from  its  failure  ;  not  only,  as  it  removed  a  mischievous  ad<- 
venturer,  whom  the  multitude's  idle  predilection  had  elevated 
so  high,  that  factious  men  would,  under  every  government, 
have  turned  to  account  his  ambitious  imbecility ;  but  as  the 
cruelty  with  which  this  unhappy  enterprise  was  punished 
rendered  the  king  odious*,  while  the  success  of  his  arms 
inspired  him  with  false  confidence,  and  neglect  of  caution. 
Every  month,  as  it  brought  forth  evidence  of  James's  arbi- 
trary projects,  increased  the  number  of  those  who  looked  for 
deliverance  to  the  prince  of  Orange,  either  in  the  course  of 
succession,  or  by  some  special  interference.  He  had,  in  fact, 
a  stronger  motive  for  watching  the  councils  of  his  father-in- 
law  than  has  generally  been  known,  ^fhe  king  was,  at  his 
accession,  in  his  fifty-fifth  year,  and  had  no  male  children ; 


dcrhand,  encouraged  the  expedition,  with 
design  to  ruin  the  duke  of  Monmouth  ; 
and  this  Dalrymple  believes,  p.  1 36.  It  is 
needless  to  observe,  that  such  subtle  and 
hazardous  policy  was  totally  out  of  Wil- 
liam's character  :  nor  is  there  much  more 
reason  to  believe  what  is  insinuated  by 
James  himself  (Macpherson*s  Extracts, 
p.  1 44.  Life  of  James,  ii.  34. ),  that 
Sunderland  had  been  in  secret  corre- 
spondence with  Monmouth  ;  unless  in- 
deed it  were,  as  seems  hinted  in  the  latter 
work,  with  the  king's  knowledge. 

*  The  number  of  persons  who  suf- 
iered  the  sentence  of  the  law,  in  the 
famous  western  assize  of  Jefferies,  has 
been  differently  stated;  but  according  to 
a  list  in  the  Harleian  Collection,  n.  4689, 
it  appears  to  be  as  follows  :  at  Winches- 
ter one  (Mrs.  Lisle)  executed  ;  at  Salis- 
bury, none ;  at  Dorchester,  74  executed, 
1 71  transported ;  at  Exeter,  14  executed, 
7  transported;  at  Taunton,  144  executed, 
284  transported ;  at  Wells,  97  executed, 
393  transported.  In  all,  330  executed, 
855  transported  ;  besides  many  that  were 
left  in  custody  for  want  of  evidence.  It 
may  be  observed,  that  the  prisoners  sen- 
tenced to  transportation  appear  to  have 
been  made  over  to  some  gentlemen  of 
interest  at  court;  among  others  to  sir 
Christopher  Mu6grave,who  did  not  blush 
to  beg  the  grant  of  their  unfortunate 
countrymen,  to  be  sold  as  slaves  in  the 
colonies. 

The  apologists  of  James  II.  have  en- 


deavoured to  lay  the  entire  blame  of 
these  cruelties  on  Jefferies,  and  to  repre- 
sent the  king  as  ignorant  of  them.   Roger 
North  tells  a  story  of  hb  brother's  inter- 
ference, which  is  plainly  contradicted  by 
known  dates,  and  the  iklsehood  of  which 
throws  just  suspicion  on  his  numerous 
anecdotes.     See   State   Trials,    xi.  303. 
But  the  king  speaks  with  apparent  appro- 
bation of  what  he  calls  Jefferies's  cam- 
paign, in  writing  to  the  prince  of  Orange 
(Dalrymple,  165.);  and  I  have  beard  that 
there  are  extant  additional  proo&  of  his 
perfect  acquaintance  with  the  details  of 
those  assizes :  nor,  indeed,  can  he  be  sup- 
posed ignorant  of  them.  Jefferies  himself, 
before  his  death,  declared  that  he  had  not 
been  half  bloody  enough   for   him  by 
whom  he  was  employed.    Burnet,  651. 
(note  to  Oxford  edition,  vol.  iii.)    The 
king,  or  his  biographer  in  his  behalf, 
midces  a  very  awkward  apology  for  the 
execution   of  migor  Holmes,  which  is 
shown  by  himself  to  have  been  a  gross 
breach  of  faith.     Life  of  James,  ii.  43. 

It  is  unnecessary  to  dwell  on  what 
may  be  found  in  every  history ;  the  trials 
of  Mrs.  Lisle,  Mrs.  Gaunt,  and  alderman 
Cornish  ;  the  former  before  Jefferies,  the 
two  latter  before  Jones,  his  successor  as 
chief  justice  of  K.  B.,  a  judge  nearly  as 
infamous  as  the  former,  though  not  altc»- 
getherso  brutal.  Both  Mrs.  Lisle's  and 
Cornish's  convictions  were  without  evi- 
dence, and  consequently  were  reversed 
afVer  the  revolution.  State  Trials,  voL  xL 
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jior  did  the  queen's  health  give  much  encouragement  to  ex- 
pect them.  Every  dream  of  the  nation's  voluntary  return 
to  the  church  of  Rome  must  have  vanished,  even  if  the  con- 
sent of  a  parliament  could  be  obtained,  which  was  nearly  vain 
to  think  of;  or  if  open  force  and  the  aid  of  France  should 
enable  James  to  subvert  the  established  religion,  what  had 
the  catholics  to  anticipate  from  his  death,  but  that  fearful  re- 
action which  had  ensued  upon  the  accession  of  Elizabeth  ? 
This  had  already  so  much  (Usheartened  the  moderate  part  of 
their  body  that  they  were  most  anxious  not  to  urge  forward 
a  change,  for  which  the  kingdom  was  not  ripe,  and  which 
was  so  little  likely  to  endure,  and  used  their  influence  to  pro- 
mote a  reconciliation  between  the  king  and  prince  of  Orange, 
contenting  themselves  with  that  free  exercise  of  their  worship 
which  was  permitted  in  Holland.*  But  the  ambitious  priest- 
hood who  surrounded  the  throne  had  bolder  projects.  A 
scheme  was  formed  early  in  the  king's,  reign,  to  exclude  the 
princess  of  Orange  from  the  succession  in  favour  of  pianof  .et- 
her  sister  Anne,  in  the  event  of  the  latter's  conver-  priScoS 
sion  to  the  Romish  faith.  The  French  ministers  at  "**** ' 
our  court,  Barillon  and  Bonrepos,  gave  ear  to  this  hardy  in- 
trigue. They  flattered  themselves  that  both  Anne  and  her 
husband  were  favourably  disposed.  But  in  this  they  were 
wholly  mistaken.  No  one  could  be  more  unconquerably  fixed 
in  her  religion  than  that  princess.  The  king  himself,  r^octed  by 
when  the  Dutch  ambassador.  Van  Citers,  laid  be-  "*®^'"* 
fore  him  a  document,  probablv  drawn  up  by  some  catholics 
of  his  court,  in  which  these  audacious  speculations  were  de- 
veloped,  declared  his  indignation  at  so  criminal  a  project. 


*  Several  proofs  of  this  appear  in  the 
correspondence  of  Barillon.  Fox,  135. 
Mazure,  ii.  22.  The  nuncio,  M.  d'Adda, 
was  ft  moderate  man,  and  united  with 
the  moderate  catholic  peers,  Bellasis, 
Arundel,  and  Powes.  Id.  127.  This 
partj  urged  the  king  to  keep  on  good 
terms  with  the  prince  of  Orange,  and  to 
giTe  waj  about  the  test  Id.  184.  255. 
They  were  disgusted  at  father  Petrc*s 
introduction  into  the  privy  council ;  308. 
353.  But  it  has  ever  been  the  misfor- 
tune of  that  respectable  body  to  suffer 
unjustly  for  the  follies  of  a  few.  Barillon 


admits  very  early  in  Jameses  reign,  that 
many  of  them  disliked  the  arbitrary  pro- 
ceedings of  the  court ;  ''  ils  pr6tendent 
etre  bons  Anglois,  c'est-il-dire,  ne  pas 
d^sirer  que  le  roi  d*Angleterre  6te  a  la 
nation  ses  privileges  et  ses  libert4s.*' 
Mazure,  i.  404. 

William  openly  declared  his  willing- 
ness to  concur  in  taking  off  the  penal 
laws,  provided  the  test  might  remain. 
Burnet,  694.  Dairy mple,  184.  Mazure, 
ii.  216.  250.  346.  James  replied  that  he 
must  have  all  or  nothing.     Id.  353. 
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It  ^"as  not  even  in  his  power,  he  let  the  prince  afterwards 
know  by  a  message,  or  in  that  of  parliament,  according  to 
the  principles  which  had  been  maintained  in  his  own  behalf, 
to  change  the  fundamental  order  of  succession  to  the  crown.* 
Nothing  indeed  can  more  forcibly  paint  the  desperation  of  the 
popish  faction  than  their  entertainment  of  so  preposterous  a 
scheme.     But  it  naturally  increased  the  solicitude  of  William 
about  the  intrigues  of  the  English  cabinet.     It  does  not  ap- 
pear that  any  direct  overtures  were  made  to  the  prince  of 
Orange,  except  by  a  very  few  malecontents,  till  the  embassy 
of  Dykvelt  from  the  States  in  the  spring  of  l687«     It  was 
Overture  of  WilHam's  object  to  ascertain,  through  that  minister, 
contl^uto     the  real  state   of  parties   in  £ngland.     Such  as- 
onSSS^^  surances  as  he  carried  back  to  Holland  gave  en- 
couragement to  an  enterprise  that  would  have  been 
equally  injudicious  and  unwarrantable  without  them.t  Danby, 
Halifax,  Nottingham,  and   others   of  the  tory,  as  well  as 
whig  factions,  entered  into  a  secret  correspondence  with  the 
prince  of  Orange ;  some  from  a  real  attachment  to  the  con- 
stitutional limitations  of  monarchy ;  some  from  a  conviction 
that,  without  open  apostasy  from  the  protestant  faith,  they 
could  never  obtain  from  James  the  prizes  of  their  ambition. 
This  must  have  been  the   predominant   motive   with  lord 
Churchill,  who  never  gave  any  proof  of  solicitude  about  civil 
liberty;  and  his  influence  taught  the  princess  Anne  to  dis- 
tinguish her  interest  from  those  of  her  father.     It  was  about 
this  time  also  that  even  Suni^rland  entered  upon  a  mysteri- 
ous communication  with  the  prince  of  Orange ;  but  whether 
he  afterwards  served  his  present  master  only  to  betray  him, 
as  has  been  generally  believed,  or  sought  rather  to  propitiate, 
by  clandestine  professions,  one  who  might  in  the  course  of 
events  become  such,  is  not  perhaps  what  the  evidence  already 
known  to  the  world  will  enable  us  to  determine,  t      The 


*  I  do  not  know  that  tbis  intrigue  has 
been  brought  to  light  before  the  recent 
valuable  publication  of  M.  Mazure,  cer- 
tainly not  with  such  full  eridence.  See 
i.  417.;  ii.  128.  160.  165. 167.  182.  188. 
1 92.  Barillon  says  to  his  master  in  one 
place :  — *'  Cest  une  matidre  fort  dfli- 
cate  k  traiter.  Je  sais  pourtant  qu*on  en 
parle  au  roi  d*Angleterre;  et  qu*avec  le 


temps  on  ne  d^sespere  pas  de  trouver  des 
moyens  pour  faire  passer  la  oouronne 
sur  la  tete  d*un  heritier  eatholique.  II 
faut  pour  cela  venir  k  bout  de  beaueoup 
les  choses  qui  ne  sont  encore  que  com- 
menc^es." 

t  Burnet.     Dalrymple.     Marare. 

t  The   correspondence  began  by  an 
affi*ctedly  obscure  letter  of  lady  Sunder- 
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apolagists  of  James  have  often  represented  Sunderland's 
treachery  as  extending  back  to  the  commencement  of  this 
reign,  as  if  he  had  entered  upon  the  king's  service  with  no 
other  aim  than  to  put  him  on  measures  that  would  naturally 
lead  to  his  ruin.  But  the  simpler  hypothesis  is  probably 
nearer  the  truth :  a  corrupt  and  artful  statesman  could  have 
no  better  prospect  for  his  own  advantage  than  the  power  and 
popularity  of  a  government  which  he  administered  ;  it  was  a 
conviction  of  the  king's  incorrigible  and  infatuated  adherence 
to  designs  which  the  rising  spirit  of  the  nation  rendered  ut- 
terly infeasible,  an  apprehension  that,  whenever  a  free  parlia- 
ment should  be  called,  he  might  experience  the  fate  of 
Strafford  as  an  expiation  for  the  sins  of  the  crown,  which 
determined  him  to  secure  as  far  as  possible  his  own  indem- 
nity upon  a  revolution  that  he  could  not  have  withstood.* 

The  dismissal  of  Rochester  was  followed  up,  at  no  great 
distanceoftime,  by  the  famous  declaration  for  liberty  Declaration 
of  conscience,  suspending  the  execution  of  all  penal  ^l^Jd^S.^' 
laws  concerning  religion,  and  freely  pardoning  all 
offences  against  them,  in  as  full  a  manner  as  if  each  individual 
had  been  named.  He  declared  also  his  will  and  pleasure  that 
the  oaths  of  supremacy  and  allegiance,  and  the  several  tests 
enjoined  by  statutes  of  the  late  reign,  should  no  longer  be 
required  of  any  one  before  his  admission  to  offices  of  trust. 


land  to  the  prince  of  Orange,  dated  viser.  Life  of  James,  ii.  156.  He  speaks 
March  7.  1687.  Dalrymple,  187.  The  more  explicitly  as  to  Jefferies  in  Mao- 
meaning,  however,  cannot  be  misunder-  pherson*8  Extracts,  151.  Yet  lord  Cla- 
stood.  Sunderland  himself  sent  a  short  rendon*s  Diary,  ii.  49.,  tends  to  acquit 
letter  of  compliment  by  Dykvelt,  May  Jefferies.  Probably  the  king  had  nobody 
28.,  referring  to  what  that  envoy  had  to  to  blame  but  himself.  One  cause  of 
communicate.  Churchill,  Nottingham,  Sunderland's  continuance  in  the  apparent 
Rochester,  Devonshire,  and  others,  wrote  support  of  a  policy  which  he  knew  to  be 
•lao  by  I>ykvelt.  Halifax  was  in  eorre-  destructive  was  his  poverty.  He  was  in 
spondencc  at  the  end  of  1686.  the  pay  of  France,  and  even  importunate 
*  Sunderland  does  not  appear,  by  the  ibr  its  money.  Mazure,d7S.  Dalrymple, 
extracts  from  Barillon's  letters,  published  870.  et  post,  Louis  only  gave  him  half 
by  M.  Mazure,  to  have  been  the  adviser  what  he  demanded.  Without  the  blindest 
of  the  king's  most  injudicious  measures,  submission  to  the  king,  he  was  every 
He  was  united  with  the  queen,  who  had  moment  falling ;  and  this  drove  him  into 
more  moderation  than  her  husband.  It  a  step  as  injudicious  as  it  was  unprinci- 
is  said  by  Barillon  that  both  he  and  pled,  his  pretended  change  of  religion, 
Petre  were  against  the  prosecution  of  which  was  not  publicly  made  till  June, 
the  bishops,  ii.448.  The  king  himself  1688,  though  he  had  been  privately  re- 
ascribes  this  step  to  Jeiferies,  and  seems  conciled,  it  is  said,  (Mazure,  ii.  463.) 
to  glance  also  at  Sunderland  as  its  ad-  more  than  a  year  before  by  father  Petre. 
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The  motive  of  this  declaration  was  not  so  much  to  relieve 
the  Roman  catholics  from  penal  and  incapacitating  statutes, 
(which,  since  the  king's  accession  and  the  judgment  of  the 
court  of  king's  bench  in  favour  of  Hales,  were  virtually  at  an 
end,)  as  by  extending  to  the  protestant  dissenters  the  same 
full  measure  of  toleration,  to  enlist  under  the  standard  of 
arbitrary  power  those  who  had  been  its  most  intrepid  and 
steadiest  adversaries.  It  was  after  the  prorogation  of  parlia- 
ment that  he  had  begun  to  caress  that  party,  who  in  the  first 
months  of  his  reign  had  endured  a  continuance  of  their 
persecution.*  But  the  clergy  in  general  detested  the  non- 
conformists hardly  less  than  the  papists,  and  had  always 
abhorred  the  idea  of  even  a  parliamentary  toleration.  The 
present  declaration  went  much  farther  than  the  recognized 
prerogative  of  dispensing  with  prohibitory  statutes.  Instead 
of  removing  the  disability  from  individuals  by  letters  patent, 
it  swept  away  at  once,  in  effect,  the  solemn  ordinances  of 
the  legislature.  There  was,  indeed,  a  reference  to  the  future 
concurrence  of  the  two  houses,  whenever  he  should  think  it 
convenient  for  them  to  meet ;  but  so  expressed  as  rather  to 
insult,  than  pay  respect  to,  their  authority.t  And  no  one 
could  help  considering  the  declaration  of  a  similar  nature  just 
published  in  Scotland,  as  the  best  commentary  on  llie  present. 
In  that  he  suspended  all  laws  against  the  Roman  catholics 
and  moderate  presbyterians,  *'by  his  sovereign  authority, 
prerogative  royal,  and  absolute  power,  which  all  his  subjects 
were  to  obey  without  reserve ; "  and  its  whole  tenor  spoke,  in 
as  unequivocal  language  as  his  grandfather  was  accustomed 
to  use,  his  contempt  of  all  pretended  limitations  on  his  will,  t 
Though  the  constitution  of  Scotland  was  not  so  well  balanced 
as  our  own,  it  was  notorious  that  the  crown  did  not  legally 
possess  an  absolute  power  in  that  kingdom  ;  and  men  might 
conclude  that,  when  he  should  think  it  less  necessary  to  ob- 
serve some  measures  with  his  English  subjects,  he  would 
address  them  in  the  same  strain. 

*  ^  This  defection  of  those  his  nugesty  he  hoped  to  do  it  in  such  a  manner  as 

had  hitherto  put  the  greatest  confidence  not    to    disgust   quite  the  church-man 

in  [Clarendon  and  Rochester],  and  the  neither."     Life  of  James,  ii.  102. 

sullen  disposition  of  the  church  ofEng-  f  London  Gazette,  March  18.  1687. 

land  party  in  general,  made  him  think  it  Ralph,  945. 

necessary  to  reconcile  another  ;  and  yet  \  Ralph,  943.     Mazure,  it  207. 
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Those,  indeed,  who  knew  by  what  course  his  favour  was 
to  be  sought,  did  not  hesitate  to  go  before,  and  light  Addniset  in 
him,  as  it  were,  to  the  altar  on  which  their  country's  '^^®"'  °'  *'* 
liberty  was  to  be  the  victim.  Many  of  the  addresses  which 
fill  the  columns  of  the  London  Gazette  in  I687,  on  occasion 
of  the  declaration  of  indulgence,  flatter  the  king  with  asser- 
tions of  his  dispensing  power.  The  benchers  and  barristers 
of  the  Middle  Temple,  under  the  direction  of  the  prostitute 
Shower,  were  again  foremost  in  the  race  of  infamy.*  They 
thank  him  ^^  for  asserting  his  own  royal  prerogatives,  the 
very  life  of  the  law,  and  of  their  profession  ;  which  preroga- 
tives, as  they  were  given  by  God  himself,  so  no  power  upon 
earth  could  diminish  them,  but  they  must  always  remain 
entire  and  inseparable  from  his  royal  person ;  which  preroga- 
tives, as  the  addressers  had  studied  to  know,  so  they  were 
resolved  to  defend,  by  asserting  with  their  lives  and  fortunes 
that  divine  maxim,  a  Deo  rex^  a  rege  fer.'^t 

These  addresses,  which,  to  the  number  of  some  hundreds, 
were  sent  up  from  every  description  of  persons,  the  clergy, 
the  non-conformists  of  all  denominations,  the  grand  juries, 
the  justices  of  the  peace,  the  corporations,  the  inhabitants  of 
towns,  in  consequence  of  the  declaration,  afford  a  singular 
contrast  to  what  we  know  of  the  prevailing  dispositions  of 
the  people  in  that  year,  and  of  their  general  abandonment 
of  the  king's  cause  before  the  end  of  the  next.  Those 
from  the  clergy,  indeed,  disclose  their  ill-humour  at  the  un- 
constitutional indulgence,  limiting  their  tiianks  to  some  pro- 
mises of  favour  the  king  had  used  towards  the  established 
church.  But  as  to  the  rest,  we  should  have  cause  to  blush 
for  the  servile  hypocrisy  of  our  ancestors,  if  there  were  not 
good  reason  to  believe  that  these  addresses  were  sometimes 
the  work  of  a  small  minority  in  the  name  of  the  rest,  and  that 


*  [But  these  addresses  from  the  Mid- 
dle and  Inner  Temple,  we  are  informed 
tyy  sir  James  Mackintosh,  *'  from  recent 
eiamination  of  the  records  of  those  bo- 
dies, do  not  appear  to  haire  been  voted 
by  either.  The  former,  eminent  above 
others  for  fulsome  servility,  is  tradition- 
ally said  to  be  the  clandestine  produc- 
tion of  three  of  the  benchers,  6i  whom 


Chauncy,  the  historian  of  Hertfordshire, 
was  one."  Hist,  of  James  II.  p.  177.] 
f  London  Gazette,  June  9.  1687. 
Shower  had  been  knighted  a  little  before, 
on  presenting,  as  recorder  of  London,  an 
address  from  the  grand  jury  of  Middlesex, 
thanking  the  king  for  his  declaration. 
Id.   May  13. 
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the  grand  juries  and  the  magistracy  in  general  had  been  so 
garbled  for  the  king's  purposes  in  diis  year  that  they  formed 
a  very  inadequate  representation  of  lliat  great  class  from 
which  they  ought  to  have  been  taken.*  It  was  however  very 
natural  that  they  should  deceive  the  court.  The  catholics 
were  eager  for  that  security  which  nothing  but  an  act  of  the 
legislature  could  affi>rd ;  and  James,  who,  as  well  as  his 
minister,  had  a  strong  aversion  to  the  measure,  seems  about 
the  latter  end  of  the  summer  of  1687  to  have  made  a  sudden 
change  in  his  scheme  of  government,  and  resolved  once  more 
to  try  the  disposition  of  a  parUament.  For  this  purpose, 
having  dissolved  that  from  which  he  could  expect  nothing 
hostile  to  the  church,  he  set  himself  to  manage  the  election  of 
another  in  such  a  manner  as  to  ensure  his  main  object,  the 
security  of  the  Romish  religion.t 

**  His  first  care,''  says  his  biographer  Innes,  **  was  to  purge 
Now  model.  ^^^  corporatious  from  that  leaven  which  was  in  danger 
m^lponUMt.  of  corrupting  the  whole  kingdom  ;  so  he  appointed 
certain  regulators  to  inspect  the  conduct  of  several 
borough  towns,  to  correct  abuses  where  it  was  practicable, 
and  where  not,  by  forfeiting  their  charters,  to  turn  out  such 


*  London  Gazette  of  1687  and  1688,  an  equal  indulgence  held  out  to  them  by 

passim.     Ralph,  946.  368.      These  ad-  the  church. 

dresses  grew  more  ardent  after  the  queen's  f  "  The  king,  now  finding  that  nothing 
pregnancy  became  known.  They  were  which  had  the  least  appearance  of  no- 
renewed,  of  course,  after  the  birth  of  the  velty,  though  never  so  well  warranted  by 
prince  of  Wales.  But  scarce  any  ap-  the  prerogative,  would  go  down  with  the 
pear  after  the  expected  invasion  was  an>  people,  unless  it  had  the  parliamentary 
nounced.  The  tories  (to  whom  add  the  stamp  on  it,  resolved  to  try  if  he  oould 
dissenters)  seem  to  have  thrown  off  the  get  the  penal  laws  and  test  taken  off  by 
mask  at  once,  and  deserted  the  king  that  authority."  Life  of  James,  iL  134. 
whom  they  had  so  grossly  flattered,  as  But  it  seems  by  M.  Masure's  authorities^ 
instantaneously  as  parasites  on  the  stage  that  neither  the  king  nor  lord  Sunder* 
desert  their  patron  on  the  first  tidings  of  land  wished  to  convoke  a  parliament, 
his  ruin.  which  was  pressed  forward  by  the  eager 

The  dissenters  have  been  a  little  catholics,  iL  399.  iii.  65.  [The  prods- 
ashamed  of  their  compliance  with  the  mation  for  a  new  parliament  came  out 
declaration,  and  of  their  silence  in  the  Sept.  21.  1688.  The  king  intended  to 
popish  controversy  during  this  reign,  create  new  peers  enough  to  insure  the  re- 
Neal,  755.  768.;  and  see  Biog.  Brit  pealofthe  test,Maxure,iii.  81.;  butinti- 
art.  Alsop.  The  best  excuses  are,  that  mates  in  his  proclamation  that  he  would 
they  had  been  so  harassed  that  it  was  not  consent  to  let  Roman  catholics  remain 
in  human  nature  to  refuse  a  mitigation  of  incapable  of  sitting  in  the  lower  bouse, 
suffering  almost  on  any  terms;  that  they  Id.  83.  Ralph,  1010.  But  this  yery 
were  by  no  means  unanimous  in  their  proclamation  was  revoked  in  a  few 
transitory  support  of  the  court ;  and  that  days. "] 
they  gladly  embraced  the  first  offers  of 
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rotten  members  as  infected  the  resL  But  in  this,  as  in  most 
other  cases,  the  king  had  the  fortune  to  choose  persons  not 
too  well  qualified  for  such  an  employment,  and  extremely  dis- 
agreeable to  the  people ;  it  was  a  sort  of  motley  council  made 
up  of  catholics  and  presbyterians,  a  composition  which  was 
sure  never  to  hold  long  together,  or  that  could  probably  unite 
in  any  method  suitable  to  both  their  interests ;  it  served 
therefore  only  to  increase  the  public  odium  by  their  too  arbi- 
trary  ways  of  turning  out  and  putting  in  ;  and  yet  those  who 
were  thus  intruded,  as  it  were,  by  force,  being  of  the  pres- 
byterian  party,  were  by  this  time  become  as  little  inclinable 
to  favour  the  king's  intentions  as  the  excluded  members.''  * 

This  endeavour  to  violate  the  legal  rights  of  electors  as 
well  as  to  take  away  other  vested  franchises,  by  new  modelling 
corporations  through  commissions  granted  to  regulators,  was 
the  most  capital  delinquency  of  the  king's  government ;  be- 
cause it  tended  to  preclude  any  reparation  for  the  rest,  and 
directly  attacked  the  fundamental  constitution  of  the  state,  t 
But,  Uke  all  his  other  measures,  it  displayed  not  more  ill-will 
to  the  liberties  of  the  nation  than  inability  to  overthrow  them. 
The  cathohcs  were  so  small  a  body,  and  so  weak,  especially 
in  corporate  towns,  that  the  whole  eflFect  produced  by  the 
regulators  was  to  place  municipal  power  and  trust  in  the 
hands  of  the  non-conformists,  those  precarious  and  unfaithful 
allies  of  the  court,  whose  resentment  of  past  oppression,  here- 
ditary attachment  to  popular  principles  of  government,  and 
inveterate  abhorrence  of  popery,  were  not  to  be  ei&ced  by  an 
unnatural  coalition.  Hence,  though  they  availed  themselves, 
and  surely  without  reproach,  of  the  toleration  held  out  to  them, 
and  even  took  the  benefit  of  the  scheme  of  regulation,  so  as 
to  fill  the  corporation  of  London  and  many  others,  they  were, 
as  is  confessed  above,  too  much  of  Englishmen  and  protestants 
for  the  purposes  of  the  court.  The  wiser  part  of  the  church- 
men made  secret  overtures  to  their  party;  and  by  assurances 
of  a  toleration,  if  not  also  of  a  comprehension  within  the 
Anglican  pale,  won  them  over  to  a  hearty  concurrence  in  the 

*  Life  of  James,  p.  1 39.  mortally  hated  the  sectaries  as  enemies  to 

f  Ralph,  965,  966.     The  object  was  momirchy ;  and  they  were  irreconcilably 

to  let  in  the  dissenters,     Hiis  was  evi-  adverse  to  all  his  schemes* 

dently  a  desperate  game :  James  had  erer 
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great  project  that  was  on  foot.*  The  king  found  it  necessary 
to  descend  so  much  from  the  haughty  attitude  he  had  taken 
at  the  outset  of  his  reign^  as  personally  to  solicit  men  of  rank 
and  local  influence  for  their  votes  on  the  two  great  measures 
of  repealing  the  test  and  penal  laws.  The  country  gentlemen, 
in  their  different  counties,  were  tried  with  circular  questions, 
whether  they  would  comply  with  the  king  in  their  elections, 
or,  if  themselves  chosen,  in  parliament.  Those  who  refused 
such  a  promise  were  erased  from  the  lists  of  justices  and 
deputy-lieutenants,  t  Yet  his  biographer  admits  that  he 
received  little  encouragement  to  proceed  in  the  experiment 
of  a  parliament  1^;  and  it  is  said  by  the  French  ambassador 
that  evasive  answers  were  returned  to  these  questions,  with 
such  uniformity  of  expression  as  indicated  an  alarming  degree 
of  concert.  § 

It  is  unnecessary  to  dwell  on  circumstances  so  well  known 

as  the  expulsion  of  the  fellows  of  Magdalen  Col- 

Mapiaten    Icgc.  ||     It  was  Icss  cxtensivcly  mischievous  than 

**  ***'      the  new  modelling  of  corporations,  but  perhaps  a 

more  glaring  act  of  despotism.     For  though  the  crown  had 

been  accustomed  from  the  time  of  the  reformation  to  send 

very  peremptory  commands  to  ecclesiastical  foundations,  and 

even  to  dispense  with  their  statutes  at  discretion,  with  so  little 

resistance  that  few  seemed  to  doubt  of  its  prerogative  ;  though 

Elizabeth  would   probably  have  treated  the  fellows  of  any 

college  much  in  the  same  manner  as  James  II.,  if  they  had 

proceeded  to  an  election  in  defiance  of  her  recommendation ; 

yet  the  right  was  not  the  less  clearly  theirs,  and  the  struggles 

of  a  century  would  have  been  thrown  away,  if  James  II.  was 

*  Burnet.       Life    of   James,    169.  after  having  suffered  as  many  regulations 

D*Oyly*s  Life  of  Sancroft,  i.  326.      Lord  as  were  necessary  for  that  purpose.    And 

Halifax,   as   is   supposed,    published   a  thus  stands  the  state  of  this  nation  in 

letter  of  advice  to  the  dissenters,  warning  this  month  of  September,  1 688.**    P.  34. 

them  against  a  coalition  with  the  court.  Notice  is  given  in  the  London  Gasette 

and  promising  all  indulgence  from  the  for  December  11.  1687,  that  the  lists  of 

church.      Ralph,  950.      Somers  Tracts,  justices  and  deputy-lieutenants  would  be 

viii.  50.  revised. 

f  Ralph,  967.    Lonsdale,  p.  15.    **It  %  Life  of  James,  183. 

is  to  be  observed,**  says  the  author  of  §  Mazure,  ii.  302. 

this  memoir,  '*that   most   part   of  the  ||  The  reader  will  find  almost  every 

ofHces  in  the  nation,  as  justices  of  the  thing  relative  to  the  subject  in  that  in- 

peace,  deputy-lieutenants,  mayors,  alder-  comparable  repertory,  the  State  IVials, 

men,  and  freemen  of  towns,  are  filled  xti.  1. ;  also  some  notes  in  the  Oxford 

with    Roman  catholics  and  dissenters,  edition  of  Burnet 
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to  govern  as  the  Tudors,  or  even  as  his  father  and  grand- 
father  had  done  before  him.*  And  though  Parker,  bishop 
of  Oxford,  the  first  president  whom  the  ecclesiastical  com- 
missioners obtruded  on  the  college,  was  still  nominally  a 
protestantt,  his  successor  Gifiard  was  an  avowed  member  of 
the  church  of  Rome,  The  college  was  filled  with  persons  of 
the  same  persuasion ;  mass  was  said  in  the  chapel,  and  the 
established  religion  was  excluded  with  a  degree  of  open  force 
which  entirely  took  away  all  security  for  its  preservation  in 
any  other  place.  This  latter  act,  especially,  of  the  Magdalen 
drama,  in  a  still  greater  degree  than  the  nomination  of  Massey 
to  the  deanery  of  Christ  Church,  seems  a  decisive  proof  that 
the  king^s  repeated  promises  of  contenting  himself  with  a 
toleration  of  his  own  religion  would  have  yielded  to  his 
insuperable  bigotry  and  the  zeal  of  his  confessor.  We  may 
perhaps  add  to  these  encroachments  upon  the  act  of  uniformity, 
the  design  imputed  to  him  of  conferring  the  archbishopric  of 
York  on  father  Petre ;  yet  there  would  have  been  difficulties 
that  seem  insurmountable  in  the  way  of  this,  since,  the 
validity  of  Anglican  orders  not  being  acknowledged  by  the 
church  of  Rome,  Petre  would  not  Imve  sought  consecration 
at  the  hands  of  Sancroft ;  nor,  had  he  done  so,  would  the 
latter  have  conferred  it  on  him,  even  if  the  chapter  of  York 
had  gone  through  the  indispensable  form  of  an  election,  t 

The  infatuated  monarch  was  irritated  by  that  which  he 
should  have  taken  as  a  terrible  warning,  this  resist-  infatuation 
ance  to  his  will  from  the  university  of  Oxford.    That  °^'***  *'*"«• 
sanctuary  of  pure  unspotted  loyalty,  as  some  would  say,  that 


*  [This  is  the  only  ground  to  be  taken  f  Parker*s  Reasons  for  Abrogating  the 
in  the  great  case  of  Magdalen  College,  Test  are  written  in  such  a  tone  as  to 
as  in  that  of  Francis,  at  Cambridge,  a  make  his  readiness  to  abandon  the  pro- 
little  earlier ;  for  the  precedents  of  dis-  testant  side  very  manifest,  even  if  the 
pensing  with  college  statutes  by  the  common  anecdotes  of  him  should  be  ex- 
royal  authority  were   numerous.      See  aggerated. 

Ralph,  958.     But  it  is  one  thing  to  do  f  It   seems,  however,  confirmed  by 

an  irregular  act,  and  another  to  enforce  Mazure,  ii.  S90.,  with  the  addition,  that 

it.     A  vindication  of  the  proceedings  of  Petre,  like  a  second  Wolsey,  aspired  also 

the  ecclesiastical  commission  was  pub-  to  be  chancellor.     The  pope,  however, 

lished,  wherein  it  is  said,  that  '*  the  le-  would  not  make  him  a  bishop,  against 

gislative  power  in  matters  ecclesiastical  the  rules  of  the  order  of  Jesuits  to  which 

was  lodged  in  the  king,  and  too  ample  he  belonged.  Id.  241.  James  then  tried, 

to  be  limited  by  act  of  parliament."  through  lord  Castlenuun,  to  get  him  a 

Id.  971. — 1845.]  cardinal'^  hat,  but  with  as  little  success. 

VOL.  II.  R 
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sink  of  all  that  was  most  abject  in  servility,  as  less  courtly 
tongues  might  murmur,  the  university  of  Oxford,  which  had 
but  four  short  years  back,  by  a  solemn  decree  in  convocation, 
poured  forth  anathemas  on  all  who  had  doubted  the  divine 
right  of  monarchy,  or  asserted  the  privileges  of  subjects 
against  their  sovereigns,  which  had  boasted  in  its  addresses 
of  an  obedience  without  any  restrictions  or  limitations,  which 
but  recently  had  seen  a  known  convert  to  popery,  and  a  per- 
son disqualified  in  other  ways,  installed  by  the  chapter  without 
any  remonstrance  in  the  deanery  of  Christ  Church,  was  now 
the  scene  of  a  firm  though  temperate  opposition  to  the  king's 
positive  command,  and  soon  after  the  willing  instrument  of 
his  ruin.  In  vain  the  pamphleteers,  on  the  side  of  the  court, 
upbraided  the  clergy  with  their  apostasy  from  the  principles 
they  had  so  much  vaunted.  The  imputation  it  was  hard  to 
repel ;  but,  if  they  could  not  retract  their  course  without 
shame,  they  could  not  continue  in  it  without  destruction.* 
They  were  driven  to  extremity  by  the  order  of  May  4.  1688, 
to  read  the  declaration  of  indulgence  in  their  churches,  t  This, 
as  is  well  known,  met  with  great  resistance,  and,  by  inducing 
the  primate  and  six  other  bishops  to  present  a  petition  to  the 
king  against  it,  brought  on  that  famous  prosecution,  which, 
more  perhaps  than  all  his  former  actions,  cost  him  the  allegiance 
of  the  Anglican  church.  The  proceedings  upon  the  trial  of 
those  prelates  are  so  familiar  as  to  require  no  particular 
notice,  t  What  is  most  worthy  of  remark  is,  that  the  very 
party  who  had  most  extolled  the  royal  prerogative,  and  often 
in  such  terms  as  if  all  limitations  of  it  were  only  to  subsist 
at  pleasure,  became  now  the  instruments  of  bringing  it  down 
within  the  compass  and  control  of  the  law.     If  the  king  had 


•  **  Above  twenty  years  together,"  says 
Sir  Roger  L'Estraiige,  perhaps  himself  a 
disguised  catholic,  in  his  reply  to  the 
reasons  of  the  clergy  of  the  diocese  of  Ox- 
ford against  petitioning  (Somers  Tracts, 
viii.  45. ),  "  without  any  regard  to  the 
nobility,  gentry,  and  commonalty,  our 
clergy  have  been  publishing  to  the  world 
that  the  king  can  do  greater  things  than 
are  done  in  his  declaration ;  but  now  the 
scene  is  altered,  and  they  are  become 
more  concerned  to  maintain  their  repu- 


tation even  with  the  commonalty  than 
with  the  king.*'  See  also  in  the  same 
volume,  p.  19.  *<  A  remonstrance  from 
the  church  of  England  to  both  houses 
of  parliament."  1685;  and  p.  145.  "A 
new  test  of  the  church  of  England's 
loyalty ; "  both,  especially  the  latter,  bit- 
terly reproaching  her  members  for  their 
apostasy  from  former  professi<xis. 

t  Ralph,  982. 

I  See  Stote  Trials,  xii.  183.  D*Oyly*8 
Life  of  Sancroft,  i.  250. 
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a  right  to  suspend  the  execution  of  statutes  by  proclama- 
tion,  the  bishops'  petition  might  not  indeed  be  Hbellous,  but 
their  disobedience  and  that  of  the  clergy  could  not  be  war- 
ranted ;  and  the  principal  argument  both  of  the  bar  and  the 
bench  rested  on  the  great  question  of  that  prerogative. 

The  king,  meantime,  was  blindly  hurrying  on  at  the  insti- 
gation of  his  own  pride  and  bigotry,  and  of  some  ignorant 
priests ;  confident  in  the  fancied  obedience  of  the  church,  and 
in  the  hollow  support  of  the  dissenters,  after  all  his  wiser 
counsellors,  the  catholic  peers,  the  nuncio,  perhaps  the  queen 
herself,  had  grown  sensible  of  the  danger,  and  solicitous  for 
temporizing  measures.  He  had  good  reason  to  perceive  that 
neither  the  fleet  nor  the  army  could  be  relied  upon  ;  to  cashier 
the  most  rigidly  protestant  officers,  to  draft  Irish  troops  into 
the  regiments,  to  place  all  important  commands  in  the  hands 
of  catholics,  were  difficult  and  even  desperate  measures,  which 
rendered  his  designs  more  notorious,  without  rendering  them 
more  feasible.  It  is  among  the  most  astonishing  parts  of 
this  unhappy  sovereign's  impolicy,  that  he  sometimes  neg- 
lected, even  offended,  never  steadily  and  sufficiently  courted, 
the  sole  ally  that  could  by  possibility  have  co-operated  in  his 
scheme  of  government.  In  his  brother's  reign,  James  had 
been  the  most  obsequious  and  unhesitating  servant  of  the 
French  king.  Before  his  own  accession,  his  first  step  was 
to  implore,  through  Barillon,  a  continuance  of  that  support 
and  protection,  without  which  he  could  undertake  nothing 
which  he  had  designed  in  favour  of  the  catholics.  He  re- 
ceived a  present  of  500,000  livres  with  tears  of  gratitude ; 
and  telling  the  ambassador  he  had  not  disclosed  his  real 
designs  to  his  ministers,  pressed  for  a  strict  alliance  with 
Louis,  as  the  means  of  accomplishing  them.*  Yet,  with  a 
strange  inconsistency,  he  drew  off  gradually  from  these  pro- 
fessions, and  not  only  kept  on  rather  cool  terms  with  France 
during  part  of  his  reign,  but  sometimes  played  a  double  game 
by  treating  of  a  league  with  Spain. 

The  secret  of  this  uncertain  policy,  which  has  not  been  well 
known  till  very  lately,  is  to  be  found  in  the  king's  jamw^s 
character.     James  had  a  real  sense  of  the  dignity  towilS? 
pertaining  to  a  king  of  England,  and  much  of  the  ^^^' 

*   Fox,  App.  89.;  Dalrymple,  107.;  Maiure,  i.  396.  433. 

E   2 
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national  pride  as  well  as  that  of  his  rank.  He  felt  the 
degradation  of  importuning  an  equal  sovereign  for  money, 
which  Louis  gave  less  frequently  and  in  smaller  measure 
than  it  was  demanded.  It  is  natural  for  a  proud  man  not  to 
love  those  before  whom  he  has  abased  himself.  James,  of 
frugal  habits,  and  master  of  a  great  revenue,  soon  became 
more  indifferent  to  a  French  pension.  Nor  was  he  insensible 
to  the  reproach  of  Europe,  that  he  was  grown  the  vassal  of 
France  and  had  tarnished  the  lustre  of  the  English  crown.* 
Had  he  been  himself  protestant,  or  his  subjects  catholic,  he 
would  probably  have  given  the  reins  to  that  jealousy  of  his 
ambitious  neighbour,  which,  even  in  his  peculiar  circum- 
stances, restrained  him  from  the  most  expedient  course ; 
I  mean  expedient,  on  the  hypothesis  that  to  overthrow  the 
civil  and  religious  institutions  of  his  people  was  to  be  the 
main  object  of  his  reign.  For  it  was  idle  to  attempt  this 
without  the  steady  co-operation  of  France ;  and  those  senti- 
ments of  dignity  and  independence,  which  at  first  sight  appear 
to  do  him  honour,  being  without  any  consistent  magnanimity 
of  character,  served  only  to  accelerate  his  ruin,  and  confirm 
the  persuasion  of  his  incapacity,  t     Even  in  the  memorable 


*  Several  proofs  of  this  occur  in  the  that  James  made  so  few  applications  for 
course  of  M.  Mazure's  work.  When  the  his  aid.  His  hope  seems  to  have  been 
Dutch  ambassador,  Van  Citers,  showed  that  by  means  of  French  troops,  or  troc^ 
him  a  paper,  probably  forged  to  exasper-  at  least  in  his  pay,  he  should  get  a  foot- 
ate  him,  but  purporting  to  be  written  by  ing  in  England  ;  and  this  was  what  the 
some  catholics,  wherein  it  was  said  that  other  was  too  proud  and  jealous  to  per- 
it  would  be  better  for  the  people  to  be  miL  **  Comme  le  roi,**  he  said,  in  1687, 
vassals  of  France  than  slaves  of  the  devil,  **  ne  doute  pas  de  mon  affection  et  du 
be  burst  out  into  rage.  **  *  Jamais  !  non,  d&ir  que  j'ai  de  voir  la  religion  catho- 
jamais  I  je  ne  ferai  rien  qui  me  puisse  lique  bien  ^tablie  en  Angleterre,  il  iaut 
mettre  au-dessous  des  rois  de  France  et  croire  qu'il  se  trouve  asses  de  force  et 
d'Espagne.  Vassal  I  vassal  de  la  France!'  d'autorit6  pour  ezicuter  ses  desseins, 
s*^ia-t-il  avec  emportement.  '  Mon-  puisqu*il  n*a  pas  recours  k  moL"  P. 
sieur  I  si  le  parlement  avoit  touIu,  s*il  258. ;  also  174.  225.  320. 
vouloit  encore,  j'aurois  port6,  je  porte-  f  James  affected  the  same  ceremonial 
rois  encore  la  monarchic  k  un  de  consi-  as  the  king  of  France,  and  received  the 
ddration  qu*elle  n*a  jamais  eu  sous  aucune  latter*s  ambassador  sitting  and  covered, 
des  rois  mes  pr^^cesseurs,  et  voire  dtat  y  Xx>uis  only  said,  smiling,  **  Le  roi  mon 
trouveroitpeut-etresapropres^curit^.***  frere  est  fier,  mais  il  aime  assez  les  pis- 
Vol.  ii.  165.  Sunderland  said  to  Batril-  toles  de  France.**  Mazure,L423.  A  more 
Ion,  **  Le  roi  d* Angleterre  se  reproche  extraordinary  trait  of  James*s  pride  is 
de  ne  pas  Sire  en  Europe  tout  ce  qu*il  mentioned  by  Dangeau,  whom  I  quote 
devoit  Stre ;  et  sou  vent  il  se  plaint  que  from  the  Quarterly  Review,  ziz.  470. 
le  roi  votre  maitre  n'a  pas  pour  lui  assez  After  bis  retirement  to  St  Germains,  he 
de  consid^ratioiL '*  Id.  313.  On  the  wore  violet  in  court  mourning;  which, 
other  hand,  Louis  was  much  mortified  by  etiquette,  was  confined  to  the  kings 
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year  1688,  though  the  veil  was  at  length  torn  from  his  eyes 
on  the  verge  of  the  precipice,  and  he  sought  in  trembling  the 
assistance  he  had  slighted,  his  silly  pride  made  him  half 
unwilling  to  be  rescued ;  and,  when  the  French  ambassador 
at  the  Hague,  by  a  bold  manoeuvre  of  diplomacy,  asserted  to 
the  States  that  an  alliance  already  subsisted  between  his 
master  and  the  king  of  England,  die  latter  took  offence  at 
the  unauthorised  declaration,  and  complained  privately  that 
Louis  treated  him  as  an  inferior.*  It  is  probable  that  a 
more  ingenuous  policy  in  the  court  of  Whitehall,  by  deter- 
mining the  king  of  France  to  declare  war  sooner  on  Holland, 
would  have  prevented  the  expedition  of  the  prince  of  Orange.t 
The  latter  continued  to  receive  strong  assurances  of  attach- 
ment from  men  of  rank  in  England ;  but  wanted  that  direct 
invitation  to  enter  the  kingdom  with  force,  which  he  required 
both  for  his  security  and  his  justification.  No  men  who 
thought  much  about  their  country's  interests  or  their  own 
would  be  hasty  in  venturing  on  so  awful  an  enterprise.  The 
punishment  and  ignominy  of  treason,  the  reproach  of  history, 
too  often  the  sworn  slave  of  fortune,  awaited  its  failure. 
Thus  Halifax  and  Nottingham  found  their  conscience  or  their 
courage  unequal  to  the  crisis,  and  drew  back  from  the  hardy 

of  France.  The  courtiers  were  a  little  a  matter  of  such  importance.  In  fiiet,  a 
astonished  to  see  Moiem  peminuMf  thoush  treaty  was  signed  between  James  and 
not  at  a  loss  where  to  worship.  Louis,  Louis,  Sept.  IS.,  by  which  some  French 
of  course,  had  too  much  magnanimity  to  ships  were  to  be  under  the  former*s 
express  resentment  But  what  a  picture  orders.  Mazure,  iii.  67. 
of  littleness  of  spirit  does  this  exhibit  in  f  Louis  continued  to  find  money, 
a  wretched  pauper,  who  could  only  escape  though  despising  James  and  disgusted 
by  the  most  contemptible  insignificance  with  him,  probably  with  a  view  to  his 
the  charge  of  most  ungrateful  insolence  !  own  grand  interests.  He  should,  never- 
*  Mazure,  iii.  50.  James  was  so  much  theless,  have  declared  war  against  Hoi- 
out  of  humour  at  D*  A  vaux*8  interference,  land  in  October,  which  must  have  put  a 
that  he  asked  his  confidants,  **  if  the  king  stop  to  the  armament.  But  he  had  dis- 
of  France  thought  he  could  treat  him  covered  that  James  with  extreme  mean* 
like  the  cardinal  of  Furstenburg,"  a  crea-  ness  had  privately  offered,  about  the  end 
ture  of  Louis  XIV.  whom  he  had  set  up  of  September,  to  join  the  alliance  against 
lor  the  electorate  of  Cologne.  Id.  69.  him  as  the  only  resource.  This  wretched 
He  was  in  short  so  much  displeased  with  action  is  first  brought  to  light  by  M.  Ma* 
hu  own  ambassador  at  the  Hague,  Skel-  sure,  iii.  104.  He  excus^himself  to  the 
too,  for  giving  into  this  declaration  of  king  of  France  by  an  assurance  that  he 
D*Avaux,  that  he  not  only  recalled,  but-  was  not  acting  sincerely  towards  Holland, 
sent  him  to  the  Tower.  Burnet  is  there-  Louis,  though  he  gave  up  his  intention 
fore  mistaken,  p.  768.,  in  believing  that  of  declaring  war,  behaved  with  great 
there  was  actually  an  alliance,  though  it  magnanimity  and  compassion  towards 
was  very  natural  that  he  should  give  the  filling  bigot 
credit  to  what  an  ambassador  asserted  in 
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Invitation  conspirocy  that  produced  the  revolutioiL*  Nor, 
jSSw  rf  **  perhaps,  would  the  seven  eminent  persons,  whose 
Orange.  namcs  are  subscribed  to  the  invitation  addressed  on 
the  30th  of  June,  1688,  to  the  prince  of  Orange,  the  earls  of 
Danby,  Shrewsbury,  and  Devonshire,  lord  Lumley,  the  bishop 
of  London,  Mr.  Henry  Sidney,  and  admiral  Russell,  have 

committed  themselves  so  far,  if  the  recent  birth  of 
prinoeV  *   a  prince  of  Wales  had  not  made  some  measures  of 

force  absolutely  necessary  for  the  common  interests 
of  the  nation  and  the  prince  of  Orange.t  It  cannot  be  said 
without  absurdity,  that  James  was  guilty  of  any  offence  in 
becoming  father  of  this  child ;  yet  it  was  evidently  that  which 
rendered  his  other  offences  inexpiable.  He  was  now  con- 
siderably advanced  in  life  ;  and  the  decided  resistance  of  his 
subjects  made  it  improbable  that  he  could  do  much  essential 
injury  to  the  established  constitution  during  the  remainder  of 
it.  The  mere  certainty  of  all  reverting  to  a  protestant  heir 
would  be  an  effectual  guarantee  of  the  Anglican  church.  But 
the  birth  of  a  son  to  be  nursed  in  the  obnoxious  bigotry  of 
Rome,  the  prospect  of  a  regency  under  the  queen,  so  deeply 
implicated,  according  to  common  report,  in  the  schemes  of 
this  reign,  made  every  danger  appear  more  terrible.  From 
the  moment  that  the  queen's  pregnancy  was  announced,  the 
catholics  gave  way  to  enthusiastic  unrepressed  exultation  ; 
and,  by  the  confidence  with  which  they  prophesied  the  birth 
of  an  heir,  furnished  a  pretext  for  the  suspicions  which  a  dis- 
appointed people  began  to  entertain.^  These  suspicions  were 
very  general ;  they  extended  to  the  highest  ranks,  and  are  a 
conspicuous  instance  of  that  prejudice  which  is  chiefly  founded 
on  our  wishes.  Lord  Danby,  in  a  letter  to  William,  of 
March  27-,  insinuates  his  doubt  of  the  queen's  pregnancy. 
After  the  child's  birth,  the  seven  subscribers  to  the  association 


*  Halifax  all  along  discouraged  the  in-  servilely  by  tlie  event  not  to  admit  that 

vasion,  pointing  out  that  the  king  made  they  were  tremendously  hazardous, 

no  progress  in  his  schemes.     Dairy mple,  f  The  invitation  to  William  seems  to 

passim.   Nottingham  said  he  would  keep  have  been  in  debate  some  time  before  the 

the  secret,  but  could  not  be  a  party  to  a  prince  of  Wales*s  birth;  but  it  does  not 

treasonable  undertaking  ( Id.  228.   Bur-  follow  that  it  would  have  been  despatched 

net,  764.);  and  wrote  as  late  as  July  to  if  the  queen  had  borne  a  daughter;  nor 

advise   delay   and    caution.      Notwith-  do  1  think  that  it  should  have  been, 

standing  the  splendid  success  of  the  oppo-  ^  Ralph,  980.     Mazure,  ii.  367. 
site  counsels,  it  would  be  judging  too 


and 
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inviting  the  prince  to  come  over,  and  pledging  themselves  to 
join  him,  say  that  not  one  in  a  thousand  believe  it  to  be  the 
queen's;  lord  Devonshire  separately  held  language  to  the 
same  effect.*  The  princess  Anne  talked  with  little  restraint 
of  her  suspicions,  and  made  no  scruple  of  imparting  them  to 
her  sister.t  Though  no  one  can  hesitate  at  present  to  ac- 
knowledge that  the  prince  of  Wales's  legitimacy  is  out  of  all 
question,  there  was  enough  to  raise  a  reasonable  apprehension 
in  the  presumptive  heir,  that  a  party  not  really  very  scrupu- 
lous, and  through  religious  animosity  supposed  to  be  still  less 
so,  had  been  induced  by  the  undoubted  prospect  of  advantage 
to  draw  the  king,  who  had  been  wholly  their  slave,  into  one 
of  those  frauds  which  bigotry  might  call  pious,  t 

The  great  event  however  of  what  has  been  emphatically 
denominated  in  the  language  of  our  public  acts  the  Glorious 
Revolution  stands  in  need  of  no  vulgar  credulity,  no  j^^^^e 
mistaken  prejudice,  for  its  support.  It  can  only  {hTRtvoiu 
rest  on  the  basis  of  a  liberal  theory  of  government,  ^***°' 
which  looks  to  the  public  good  as  the  great  end  for  which 
positive  laws  and  the  constitutional  order  of  states  have 
been  instituted.  It  cannot  be  defended  without  rejecting  the 
slavish  principles  of  absolute  obedience,  or  even  that  pretended 
modification  of  them  which  imagines  some  extreme  case  of 
intolerable  tyranny,  some,  as  it  were,  lunacy  of  despotism,  as 
the  only  plea  and  palliation  of  resistance.  Doubtless  the  ad- 
ministration of  James  II.  was  not  of  this  nature.  Doubtless 
he  was  not  a  Caligula,  or  a  Commodus,  or  an  Ezzelin,  or  a 
Graleazzo  Sforza,  or  a  Christiem  II.  of  Denmark,  or  a 
Charles  IX.  of  France,  or  one  of  those  almost  innumerable 


*  Dalrymple,  216.  228.     The  prince  subject,   after  the  depositions  had  been 

was  urged  in  the  memorial  of  the  seven  taken,  is  a  proof  that  she  had  made  up 

to  declare  the  fraud  of  the  queen's  preff-  her  mind  not  to  be  convinced.     Henry 

nancy  to  be  one  of  the  grounds  of  his  Earl  of  Clarendon's  Diary,  77.  79.    State 

expedition.      He  did  this :  and  it  is  the  Trials,  ubi  supra. 
only  part  of  his  declaration  that  b  false.         \  M.  Mazure  has  collected  all  the  pas- 

t  State  Trials,  xii.  151.  Mary  put  sages  in  the  letters  of  Barillon  and  Bon- 
some  very  sensible  questions  to  her  sister,  repos  to  the  court  of  France  relative  to 
which  show  her  desire  of  reaching  the  the  queen*s  pregnancy,  ii.  366. ;  and  those 
truth  in  so  important  a  matter.  They  relative  to  the  birth  of  the  prince  of 
were  answered  in  a  style  which  shows  Wales,  p.  547.  It  is  to  be  observed  that 
that  Aline  did  not  mean  to  lessen  her  this  took  place  more  than  a  month  before 
sister's  suspicions.  Dalrymple,  305.  Her  the  time  expected, 
conversation  with  lord  Clarendon  on  this 
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tyrants  whom  men  have  endured  in  the  wantonness  of  un- 
limited power.  No  man  had  been  deprived  of  his  liberty  by 
any  ill^al  warrant.  No  man,  except  in  the  single  though 
very  important  instance  of  Magdalen  Cdlege,  had  been  de- 
spoiled of  his  property.  I  must  also  add  that  the  government 
of  James  II.  will  lose  little  by  comparison  with  that  of  his 
father.  The  judgment  in  &vour  of  his  prer<^tive  to  dis- 
pense with  the  test,  was  &r  more  according  to  received  no- 
tions of  law,  far  less  injurious  and  unconstitutional,  than 
that  which  gave  a  sanction  to  ship-money.  The  injunction 
to  read  the  declaration  of  indulgence  in  churches  was  less 
ofiensive  to  scrupulous  men  than  the  similar  command  to  read 
the  declaration  of  Sunday  sports  in  the  time  of  Charles  I. 
Nor  was  any  one  punished  for  a  refusal  to  comply  with  the 
one ;  while  the  prisons  had  been  filled  with  those  who  had 
disobeyed  the  other.  Nay,  what  is  more,  there  are  much 
stronger  presumptions  of  the  father's  than  of  the  son's  in- 
tention to  lay  aside  parliaments,  and  set  up  an  avowed  des- 
potism. It  is  indeed  amusing  to  observe  that  many,  who 
scarcely  put  bounds  to  their  eulogies  of  Charles  I.,  have  been 
content  to  abandon  the  cause  of  one  who  had  no  faults  in  his 
public  conduct  but  such  as  seemed  to  have  come  by  inherit* 
ance.  The  characters  of  the  father  and  son  were  very  closely 
similar ;  both  proud  of  their  judgment  as  well  as  their  station, 
and  still  more  obstinate  in  their  understanding  than  in  their 
purpose ;  both  scrupulously  conscientious  in  certain  great 
points  of  conduct,  to  the  sacrifice  of  that  power  which  they 
had  preferred  to  every  thing  else;  the  one  far  superior  in 
relish  for  the  arts  and  for  polite  letters,  the  other  more  dili- 
gent and  indefatigable  in  business ;  the  father  exempt  from 
those  vices  of  a  court  to  which  the  son  was  too  long  addicted; 
not  so  harsh  perhaps  or  prone  to  severity  in  his  temper,  but 
inferior  in  general  sincerity  and  adherence  to  his  word.  They 
were  both  equally  unfitted  for  the  condition  in  which  they 
were  meant  to  stand — the  limited  kings  of  a  wise  and  free 
people,  the  chiefs  of  the  English  commonwealth. 

The  most  plausible  argument  against  the  necessity  of  so 
violent  a  remedy  for  public  grievances  as  the  abjuration  of 
allegiance  to  a  reigning  sovereign,  was  one  that  misled  half 
the  nation  in  that  age,  and  is  still  sometimes  insinuated  by 
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those  whose  pity  for  the  misfortunes  of  the  house  of  Stuart 
i^pears  to  predominate  over  every  other  sentiment  which  the 
history  of  the  revolution  should  excite.  It  was  alleged  that 
the  constitutional  mode  of  redress  by  parliament  was  not 
taken  away  ;  that  the  king's  attempts  to  obtain  promises  of 
support  from  the  electors  and  probable  representatives  showed 
his  intention  of  calling  one;  that  the  writs  were  in  fact 
ordered  before  the  prince  of  Orange's  expedition  ;  that  after 
the  invader  had  reached  London,  James  still  offered  to  refer 
the  terms  of  reconciliation  with  his  people  to  a  free  par- 
liament, though  he  could  have  no  hope  of  evading  any  that 
might  be  proposed ;  that  by  reversing  illegal  judgments,  by 
annulling  unconstitutional  dispensations,  by  reinstating  those 
who  had  been  unjustly  dispossessed,  by  punishing  wicked 
advisers,  above  all,  by  passing  statutes  to  restrain  the  excesses 
and  cut  off  the  dangerous  prerogatives  of  the  monarchy,  (as 
efficacious,  or  more  so,  than  the  bill  of  rights  and  other  mea- 
sures that  followed  the  revolution,)  all  risk  of  arbitrary  power, 
or  of  injury  to  the  established  religion,  might  have  been  pre- 
vented, without  a  violation  of  that  hereditary  right  which  was 
as  fundamental  in  the  constitution  as  any  of  the  subject's 
privileges.  It  was  not  necessary  to  enter  upon  the  delicate 
problem  of  absolute  non-resistance,  or  to  deny  that  the  con- 
servation of  the  whole  was  paramount  to  all  positive  laws. 
The  question  to  be  proved  was,  that  a  regard  to  this  general 
safety  exacted  the  means  employed  in  the  revolution,  and 
constituted  that  extremity  which  could  alone  justify  such  a 
deviation  from  the  standard  rules  of  law  and  religion. 

It  is  evidently  true  that  James  had  made  very  little  pro- 
gress, or  rather  experienced  a  signal  defeat,  in  his  endeavour 
to  place  the  professors  of  his  own  religion  on  a  firm  and 
honourable  basis.  There  seems  the  strongest  reason  to  believe, 
that  far  from  reaching  his  end  through  the  new  parliament, 
he  would  have  experienced  those  warm  assaults  on  the  ad- 
ministration, which  generally  distinguished  the  house  of  com- 
mons under  his  father  and  brother.  But,  as  he  was  in  no 
want  of  money,  and  had  not  the  temper  to  endure  what  he 
thought  the  language  of  republican  faction,  we  may  be  equally 
sure  that  a  short  and  angry  session  would  have  ended  with  a 
more  decided  resolution  on  his  side  to  govern  in  future  with- 
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out  such  impracticable  counsellors.  The  doctrine  imputed  of 
old  to  lord  StraOfordy  that,  after  trying  the  good-will  of  par- 
liament in  vain,  a  king  was  absolved  from  the  legal  maxims 
of  government,  was  always  at  the  heart  of  the  Stuarts.  His 
army  was  numerous,  according  at  least  to  English  notions  ; 
he  had  already  begun  to  fill  it  with  popish  officers  and  soldiers; 
the  militia,  though  less  to  be  depended  on,  was  under  the 
command  of  lord  and  deputy  lieutenants  carefully  selected ; 
above  all,  he  would  at  the  last  have  recourse  to  France ;  and 
though  the  experiment  of  bringing  over  French  troops  was 
very  hazardous,  it  is  difficult  to  say  that  he  might  not  have 
succeeded,  with  all  these  means,  in  preventing  or  putting 
down  any  concerted  insurrection.  But  at  least  the  renewal 
of  civil  bloodshed  and  the  anarchy  of  rebellion  seemed  to  be 
the  alternative  of  slavery,  if  William  had  never  earned  the 
just  title  of  our  deliverer.  It  is  still  more  evident  that,  after 
the  invasion  had  taken  place,  and  a  general  defection  had  ex- 
hibited the  king's  inability  to  resist,  there  could  have  been  no 
such  compromise  as  the  tories  fondly  expected,  no  legal  and 
peaceable  settlement  in  what  they  called  a  free  parliament, 
leaving  James  in  the  real  and  recognized  possession  of  his 
constitutional  prerogatives.  Those  who  have  grudged  Wil- 
liam III.  the  laurels  that  he  won  for  our  service  are  ever 
prone  to  insinuate,  that  his  unnatural  ambition  would  be  con- 
tent with  nothing  less  than  the  crown,  instead  of  returning  to 
his  country  after  he  had  convinced  the  king  of  the  error  of 
his  counsels,  and  obtained  securities  for  the  religion  and  liber- 
ties of  England.  The  hazard  of  the  enterprise,  and  most 
hazardous  it  truly  was,  was  to  have  been  his ;  the  profit  and 
advantage  our  own.  I  do  not  know  that  William  absolutely 
expected  to  place  himself  on  the  throne ;  because  he  could 
hardly  anticipate  that  James  would  so  precipitately  abandon 
a  kingdom  wherein  he  was  acknowledged,  and  had  still  many 
adherents.  But  undoubtedly  he  must,  in  consistency  with 
his  magnanimous  designs,  have  determined  to  place  England 
in  its  natural  station,  as  a  party  in  the  great  alliance  against 
the  power  of  Louis  XIV.  To  this  one  object  of  securing  the 
liberties  of  Europe,  and  chiefly  of  his  own  country,  the  whole 
of  his  heroic  life  was  directed  with  undeviating,  uudisheartened 
firmness.  He  had  in  view  no  distant  prospect,  when  the  entire 


Jambs  n.]  FROM   HENRY  VII,    TO   GEORGE*II.  251 

sncoession  of  the  Spanish  monarchy  would  be  claimed  by  that 
insatiable  prince,  whose  renunciation  at  the  treaty  of  the 
Pyrenees  was  already  maintained  to  be  invalid.  Against  the 
present  aggressions  and  future  schemes  of  this  neighbour  the 
league  of  Augsburg  had  just  been  concluded.  England,  a 
free,  a  protestant,  a  maritime  kingdom,  would,  in  her  natural 
position,  as  a  rival  of  France,  and  deeply  concerned  in  the 
independence  of  the  Netherlands,  become  a  leading  member 
of  diis  confederacy.  But  the  sinister  attachments  of  the 
house  of  Stuart  had  long  diverted  her  from  her  true  interests, 
and  rendered  her  councils  disgracefully  and  treacherously 
subservient  to  those  of  Louis.  It  was  therefore  the  main 
object  of  the  prince  of  Orange  to  strengthen  the  alliance 
by  the  vigorous  co-operation  of  this  kingdom  ;  and  with  no 
other  view,  the  emperor,  and  even  the  pope,  had  abetted  his 
undertaking.  But  it  was  impossible  to  imagine  that  James 
would  have  come  with  sincerity  into  measures  so  repugnant 
to  his  predilections  and  interests.  What  better  could  be  ex- 
pected than  a  recurrence  of  that  false  and  hollow  system 
which  had  betrayed  Europe  and  dishonoured  England  under 
Charles  II. ;  or  rather,  would  not  the  sense  of  injury  and 
thraldom  have  inspired  still  more  deadly  aversion  to  the  cause 
of  those  to  whom  he  must  have  ascribed  his  humiliation? 
There  was  as  little  reason  to  hope  that  he  would  abandon  the 
long-cherished  schemes  of  arbitrary  power,  and  the  sacred 
interests  of  his  own  faith.  We  must  remember  that,  when 
the  adherents  or  apologists  of  James  II.  have  spoken  of  him 
as  an  unfortunately  misguided  prince,  they  have  insinuated 
what  neither  the  notorious  history  of  those  times,  nor  the 
more  secret  information  since  brought  to  light,  will  in  any 
degree  confirm.  It  was  indeed  a  strange  excuse  for  a  king 
of  such  mature  years,  and  so  trained  in  the  most  diligent 
attention  to  business.  That  in  some  particular  instances  he 
acted  under  the  influence  of  his  confessor,  Petre,  is  not  un- 
likely ;  but  the  general  temper  of  his  administration,  his 
notions  of  government,  the  objects  he  had  in  view,  were  per- 
fectly his  own,  and  were  pursued  rather  in  spite  of  much 
dissuasion  and  many  warnings,  than  through  the  suggestions 
of  any  treacherous  counsellors. 

Both  with  respect  therefore  to  the  prince  of  Orange  and  to 
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the  English  nation,  James  11.  was  to  be  considered  as  an 
enemy  whose  resentment  could  never  be  appeased,  and  whose 
power  consequently  must  be  wholly  taken  away.  It  is  true 
that,  if  he  had  remained  in  England,  it  would  have  been  ex- 
tremely difficult  to  deprive  him  of  the  nominal  sovereignty. 
But  in  this  case,  the  prince  of  Orange  must  have  been  in* 
vested,  by  some  course  or  other,  with  all  its  real  attributes. 
He  undoubtedly  intended  to  remsdn  in  this  country;  and 
could  not  otherwise  have  preserved  that  entire  ascendancy 
which  was  necessary  for  his  ultimate  purposes.  The  king 
could  not  have  been  permitted,  with  any  common  prudence, 
to  retain  the  choice  of  his  ministers,  or  the  command  of  his 
army,  or  his  negative  voice  in  laws,  or  even  his  personal 
liberty ;  by  which  I  mean,  that  his  guards  must  have  been 
either  Dutch,  or  at  least  appointed  by  the  prince  and  parlia- 
ment. Less  than  this  it  would  have  been  childish  to  require ; 
and  this  would  not  have  been  endured  by  any  man  even  of 
James's  spirit,  or  by  the  nation,  when  the  re-action  of  loyalty 
should  return,  without  continued  efforts  to  get  rid  of  an 
arrangement  far  more  revolutionary  and  subversive  of  the 
established  monarchy  than  the  king's  deposition. 

In  the  revolution  of  1688  there  was  an  unusual  combina^ 

tion  of  favouring  circumstances,  and  some  of  the 

cfrcum-      most  important,  such  as  the  king's  sudden  flight, 

tending  the  not  witliiu  Drior  calculation,  which  render  it  no  pre- 

revoluiion.  r  ^  ,,,.  * 

cedent  for  other  times  and  occasions  in  pomt  of  ex- 
pediency, whatever  it  may  be  in  point  of  justice.  Resistance 
to  tyranny  by  overt  rebellion  incurs  not  only  the  risks  of 
failure,  but  those  of  national  impoverishment  and  confusion, 
of  vindictive  retaliation,  and  such  aggressions  (perhaps  inevi- 
table) on  private  right  and  liberty  as  render  the  name  of 
revolution  and  its  adherents  odious.  Those,  on  the  other 
hand,  who  call  in  a  powerful  neighbour  to  protect  them  from 
domestic  oppression,  may  too  often  expect  to  realise  the  horse 
of  the  fable,  and  endure  a  subjection  more  severe,  permanent, 
and  ignominious,  than  what  they  shake  off.  But  the  revolu- 
tion effected  by  William  III.  united  the  independent  charac- 
ter of  a  national  act  with  the  regularity  and  the  coercion  of 
anarchy  which  belong  to  a  military  invasion.  The  United 
Provinces  were  not  such  a  foreign  potentate  as  could  put  in 
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jeopardy  the  independence  of  England ;  nor  could  his  army 
have  maintained  itself  against  the  inclinations  of  the  kingdom, 
though  it  was  sufficient  to  repress  any  turbulence  that  would 
naturally  attend  so  extraordinary  a  crisis.  Nothing  was  done 
by  the  multitude ;  no  new  men,  either  soldiers  or  dema* 
gogues,  had  their  talents  brought  forward  by  this  rapid  and 
pacific  revolution ;  it  cost  no  blood,  it  violated  no  right,  it 
was  hardly  to  be  traced  in  the  course  of  justice ;  the  formal 
and  exterior  character  of  the  monarchy  remained  nearly  the 
same  in  so  complete  a  regeneration  of  its  spirit.  Few  nations 
can  hope  to  ascend  up  to  the  sphere  of  a  just  and  honourable 
liberty,  especially  when  long  use  has  made  the  track  of  obe- 
dience familiar,  and  they  have  learned  to  move  as  it  were 
only  by  the  clank  of  the  chain,  with  so  little  toil  and  hard- 
ship. We  reason  too  exclusively  from  this  peculiar  instance 
of  1688,  when  we  hail  the  fearful  struggles  of  other  revo- 
lutions with  a  sanguine  and  confident  sympathy.  Nor  is  the 
only  error  upon  this  side.  For,  as  if  the  inveterate  and 
cankerous  ills  of  a  commonwealth  could  be  extirpated  with 
no  loss  and  sufiering,  we  are  often  prone  to  abandon  the 
popular  cause  in  agitated  nations  with  as  much  fickleness  as 
we  embraced  it,  when  we  find  that  intemperance,  irregularity, 
and  confusion,  from  which  great  revolutions  are  very  seldom 
exempt.  These  are  indeed  so  much  their  usual  attendants, 
the  re-action  of  a  self-deceived  multitude  is  so  probable  a  con- 
sequence, the  general  prospect  of  success  in  most  cases  so 
precarious,  that  wise  and  good  men  are  more  likely  to  hesitate 
too  long,  than  to  rush  forward  too  eagerly.  Yet,  "  whatever 
be  the  cost  of  this  noble  liberty,  we  must  be  content  to  pay  it 
to  Heaven.*'* 

It  is  unnecessary  even  to  mention  those  circumstances  of 
this  great  event,  which  are  minutely  known  to  almost  all  my 
readers.  They  were  all  eminently  favourable  in  their  effect  to 
the  regeneration  of  our  constitution  ;  even  one  of  temporary 
inconvenience,  namely,  the  return  of  James  to  London,  after 
his  detention  by  the  fishermen  near  Feversham.  This,  as 
Burnet  has  observed,  and  as  is  easily  demonstrated  by  the 
writings  of  that  time,  gave  a  different  colour  to  the  state  of 

*  Montesquieu. 
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affairs,  and  raised  up  a  party  which  did  not  before  exist,  or 
at  least  was  too  disheartened  to  show  itself.*  His  first  de- 
sertion of  the  kingdom  had  disgusted  every  one,  and  might 
be  construed  into  a  voluntary  cession.  But  his  return  to  as- 
sume again  the  government  put  William  under  the  necessity 
of  using  that  intimidation  which  awakened  the  mistaken  sym- 
pathy of  a  generous  people.  It  made  his  subsequent  flight, 
though  certainly  not  what  a  man  of  courage  enough  to  give 
his  better  judgment  free  play  would  have  chosen,  appear  ex- 
cusable and  defensive.  It  brought  out  too  glaringly,  I  mean 
for  the  satisfaction  of  prejudiced  minds,  the  undeniable  fact, 
that  the  two  houses  of  convention  deposed  and  expelled  their 
sovereign.  Thus  the  great  schism  of  the  Jacobites,  though  it 
must  otherwise  have  existed,  gained  its  chief  strength  ;  and 
the  revolution,  to  which  at  the  outset  a  coalition  of  whigs  and 
tories  had  conspired,  became,  in  its  final  result,  in  the  settle- 
ment of  the  crown  upon  William  and  Mary,  almost  entirely 
the  work  of  the  former  party. 

But  while  the  position  of  the  new  government  was  thus 
rendered  less  secure,  by  narrowing  the  basis  of  public 
opinion  whereon  it  stood,  the  liberal  principles  of  policy 
which  the  whigs  had  espoused  became  incomparably  more 
powerful,  and  were  necessarily  involved  in  the  continuance  of 
the  revolution  settlement.  The  ministers  of  William  III.  and 
of  the  house  of  Brunswick  had  no  choice  but  to  respect  and 
countenance  the  doctrines  of  Locke,  Hoadley,  and  Molesworth. 


*  Some  short  pamphlets,  written  at 
this  juncture  to  excite  sympathy  for  the 
king,  and  disapprobation  of  the  course 
pursued  with  respect  to  him,  are  in  the 
Somers  Collection,  vol.  ix.  But  this 
force  put  upon  their  sovereign  first 
wounded  the  consciences  of  Sancroft  and 
the  other  bishops,  who  had  hitherto  done 
as  much  as  in  their  station  they  well 
could  to  ruin  the  king*s  cause  and  para- 
lyse his  arms.  Several  modem  writers 
have  endeavoured  to  throw  an  interest 
about  James  at  the  moment  of  his  fall, 
either  from  a  lurking  predilection  for  all 
legitimately  crowned  heads,  or  from  a 
notion  that  it  becomes  a  generous  his- 
torian to  excite  compassion  for  the  un- 
fortunate.   There  can  be  no  objection  to 


pitying  James,  if  this  feeling  is  kept  un- 
mingled  with  any  blame  of  those  who 
were  the  instruments  of  his  misfortune. 
It  was  highly  expedient  for  the  good  of 
this  country,  because  the  revolution  set* 
tlement  could  not  otherwise  be  attained, 
to  work  on  James's  sense  of  his  deserted 
state  by  intimidation ;  and  for  that  pur- 
pose the  order  conveyed  by  three  of  his 
own  subjects,  perhaps  with  some  rudeness 
of  manner,  to  leave  Whitehall,  was  neces- 
sary. The  drift  of  several  accounts  of 
the  revolution  that  may  be  read  is  to  hold 
forth  Mulgrave,  Craven,  Arran,  and  Dun- 
dee  to  admiration,  at  the  expense  of  Wil- 
liam and  of  those  who  achieved  the  great 
consolidation  of  English  liberty. 
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The  assertion  of  passive  obedience  to  the  crown  grew  ob- 
noxious to  the  crown  itself.  Our  new  line  of  sovereigns 
scarcely  ventured  to  hear  of  their  hereditary  right,  and 
dreaded  the  cup  of  flattery  that  was  drugged  with  poison. 
This  was  the  greatest  change  that  affected  our  monarchy  by 
the  fall  of  the  house  of  Stuart.  The  laws  were  not  so  mate- 
rially altered  as  the  spirit  and  sentiments  of  the  people. 
Hence  those  who  look  only  at  the  former  have  been  prone  to 
underrate  the  magnitude  of  this  revolution.  The  fundamental 
maxims  of  the  constitution,  both  as  they  regard  the  king  and 
the  subject,  may  seem  nearly  the  same ;  but  the  disposition 
with  which  they  were  received  and  interpreted  was  entirely 
different. 

It  was  in  this  turn  of  feeling,  in  this  change,  if  I  may  so  say, 
of  the  heart,  far  more  than  in  any  positive  statutes  lu  .aiu. 
and  improvements  of  the  law,  that  I  consider  the  qura^"."^ 
revolution  to  have  been  eminently  conducive  to  our 
freedom  and  prosperity.  Laws  and  statutes  as  remedial,  nay, 
more  closely  limiting  the  prerogative  than  the  bill  of  rights 
and  act  of  settlement,  might  possibly  have  been  obtained 
from  James  himself,  as  the  price  of  his  continuance  on  the 
throne,  or  from  his  family  as  that  of  their  restoration  to  it. 
But  what  the  revolution  did  for  us  was  this ;  it  broke  a 
spell  that  had  charmed  the  nation.  It  cut  up  by  the  roots 
all  that  theory  of  indefeasible  right,  of  paramount  preroga- 
tive, which  had  put  the  crown  in  continual  opposition  to  the 
people.  A  contention  had  now  subsisted  for  five  hundred 
years,  but  particularly  during  the  last  four  reigns,  against  the 
aggressions  of  arbitrary  power.  The  sovereigns  of  this 
country  had  never  patiently  endured  the  control  of  parlia- 
ment ;  nor  was  it  natural  for  them  to  do  so,  while  the  two 
houses  of  parliament  appeared  historically,  and  in  legal  lan- 
guage, to  derive  their  existence  as  well  as  privileges  from 
the  crown  itself.  They  had  at  their  side  the  pliant  lawyers, 
who  held  the  prerogative  to  be  uncontrollable  by  statutes,  a 
doctrine  of  itself  destructive  to  any  scheme  of  reconciliation 
and  compromise  between  the  king  and  his  subjects  ;  they  had 
the  churchmen,  whose  casuistry  denied  that  the  most  intoler- 
able tyranny  could  excuse  resistance  to  a  lawful  government. 
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These  two  propositions  could  not  obtain  general  acceptation 
without  rendering  all  national  liberty  precarious. 

It  has  been  always  reckoned  among  the  most  difficult 
problems  in  the  practical  science  of  government,  to  combine 
an  hereditary  monarchy  with  security  of  freedom,  so  that 
neither  the  ambition  of  kings  shall  undermine  the  people's 
rights,  nor  the  jealousy  of  the  people  overturn  the  throne. 
England  had  already  experience  of  both  these  mischiefs. 
And  there  seemed  no  prospect  before  her,  but  either  their 
alternate  recurrence,  or  a  final  submission  to  absolute  power, 
unless  by  one  great  effort  she  could  put  the  monarchy  for 
ever  beneath  the  law,  and  reduce  it  to  an  integrant  portion 
instead  of  the  primary  source  and  principle  of  the  constitu- 
tion. She  must  reduce  the  favoured  maxim,  **  A  Deo  rex, 
a  rege  lex  ;  "  and  make  the  crown  itself  appear  the  creature 
of  the  law.  But  our  ancient  monarchy,  strong  in  a  posses- 
sion of  seven  centuries,  and  in  those  high  and  paramount 
prerogatives  which  the  consenting  testimony  of  lawyers  and 
the  submission  of  parliaments  had  recognized,  a  monarchy 
from  which  the  house  of  commons  and  every  existing  peer, 
though  not  perhaps  the  aristocratic  order  itself,  derived  its 
participation  in  the  legislature,  could  not  be  bent  to  the  re- 
publican theories  which  have  been  not  very  successfully 
attempted  in  some  modem  codes  of  constitution.  It  could 
not  be  held,  without  breaking  up  all  the  foundations  of  our 
polity,  that  the  monarchy  emanated  from  the  parliament^  or, 
in  any  historical  sense,  from  the  people.  But  by  the  revolu- 
tion and  by  the  act  of  settlement,  the  rights  of  the  actual 
monarch,  of  the  reigning  family,  were  made  to  emanate  from 
the  parliament  and  the  people.  In  technical  language,  in 
the  grave  and  respectful  theory  of  our  constitution,  the  crown 
is  still  the  fountain  from  which  law  and  justice  spring  forth. 
Its  prerogatives  are  in  the  main  the  same  as  under  the 
Tudors  and  the  Stuarts ;  but  the  right  of  the  house  of 
Brunswick  to  exercise  them  can  only  be  deduced  from  the 
convention  of  1688. 

The  great  advantage  therefore  of  the  revolution,  as  I 
would  explicitly  affirm,  consists  in  that  which  was  reckoned 
its  reproach  by  many,  and  its  misfortune  by  more ;  that  it 
broke  the  line  of  succession.     No  other  remedy  could  have 


Jamcs  II.]  FROM    HENRY  VIT.    TO    GEORGE  II.  257 

been  found,  according  to  the  temper  and  prejudices  of  those 
times,  against  the  unceasing  conspiracy  of  power.  But  when 
the  very  tenure  of  power  was  conditional,  when  the  crown, 
as  we  may  say,  gave  recognizances  for  its  good  behaviour, 
when  any  violent  and  concerted  aggressions  on  pubUc  liberty 
would  have  ruined  those  who  could  only  resist  an  inveterate 
faction  by  the  arms  which  liberty  put  in  their  hands,  the 
several  parts  of  tlie  constitution  were  kept  in  cohesion  by  a  tie 
hr  stronger  than  statutes,  that  of  a  common  interest  in  its 
preservation.  The  attachment  of  James  to  popery,  his  in- 
fatuation, his  obstinacy,  his  pusillanimity,  nay  even  the  death 
of  the  duke  of  Glocester,  the  life  of  the  prince  of  Wales, 
the  extraordinary  permanence  and  fidelity  of  his  party,  were 
all  the  destined  means  through  which  our  present  grandeur 
and  liberty,  our  dignity  of  thinking  on  matters  of  govern- 
ment, have  been  perfected.  Those  liberal  tenets,  which  at 
the  era  of  the  revolution  were  maintained  but  by  one  deno- 
mination of  English  party,  and  rather  perhaps  on  authority 
of  not  very  good  precedents  in  our  history  than  of  sound 
general  reasoning,  became  in  the  course  of  the  next  genera- 
tion almost  equally  the  creed  of  the  other,  whose  long  exclu- 
sion from  government  taught  them  to  soUdt  the  people's 
favour ;  and  by  the  time  that  Jacobitism  was  extinguished 
had  passed  into  received  maxims  of  English  politics.  None 
at  least  would  care  to  call  them  in  question  within  the  walls 
of  parliament ;  nor  have  their  opponents  been  of  much  credit 
in  the  paths  of  literature.  Yet,  as  since  the  extinction  of  the 
house  of  Stuart's  pretensions,  and  other  events  of  the  last 
half  century,  we  have  seen  those  exploded  doctrines  of  inde- 
feasible hereditary  right  revived  under  another  name,  and 
some  have  been  willing  to  misrepresent  the  transactions  of 
the  revolution  and  the  act  of  settlement  as  if  they  did  not  ab- 
solutely amount  to  a  deposition  of  the  reigning  sovereign,  and 
an  election  of  a  new  dynasty  by  the  representatives  of  the  nation 
in  parliament,  it  may  be  proper  to  state  precisely  the  several 
votes,  and  to  point  out  the  impossibility  of  reconciling  them 
to  any  gentler  construction. 

The  lords  spiritual  and  temporal,  to  the  number  of  about 
ninety,  and  an  assembly  of  all  who  had  sat  in  any  of  J^J^^J." 
king  Charles's  parliaments,  with  the  lord  mayor  and  ^en"®"- 

VOL.  II.  s 
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fifty  of  the  common  council,  requested  the  prince  of  Orange 
to  take  upon  him  the  administration  after  the  king's 
second  flight,  and  to  issue  writs  for  a  convention  in  the  usual 
manner.*  This  was  on  the  26th  of  December ;  and  the 
convention  met  on  the  22d  of  January.  Their  first  care  was 
to  address  the  prince  to  take  the  administration  of  affidrs  and 
disposal  of  the  revenue  into  his  hands,  in  order  to  give  a  kind 
of  parliamentary  sanction  to  the  power  he  already  exercised. 
On  the  28th  of  January  the  commons,  after  a  debate  in 
which  the  friends  of  the  late  king  made  but  a  faint  opposi- 
tion t,  came  to  their  great  vote :  That  king  James  II.  having 
endeavoured  to  subvert  the  constitution  of  this  kingdom,  by 
breaking  the  original  contract  between  king  and  people,  and 
by  the  advice  of  Jesuits  and  other  wicked  persons  having 
violated  the  fundamental  laws,  and  having  withdrawn  himself 
out  of  the  kingdom,  has  abdicated  the  government,  and  that 
the  throne  is  thereby  vacant.  They  resolved  unanimously 
the  next  day,  that  it  hath  been  found  by  experience  incon- 
sistent with  the  safety  and  welfare  of  this  protestant  kingdom 
to  be  governed  by  a  popish  prince,  t  This  vote  was  a 
remarkable  triumph  of  the  whig  party,  who  had  contended 
for  the  exclusion  bill ;  and,  on  account  of  that  endeavour  to 
establish  a  principle  which  no  one  was  now  found  to  contro- 
vert, had  been  subjected  to  all  the  insults  and  reproaches  of 


•  Pari.  HUt  ▼.  26.  The  former  ad- 
dress on  the  king's  first  quitting  London, 
signed  by  the  peers  and  bishops,  who  met 
at  Guildhall,  Dec.  11.,  did  not,  in  express 
terms,  desire  the  prince  of  Orange  to  as- 
sume the  government,  or  to  call  a  parlia- 
ment, though  it  evidently  tended  to  that 
result,  censuring  the  king  and  extolling 
the  prince*s  conduct.  Id.  19.  It  was 
signed  by  the  archbishop,  his  last  public 
act.  Burnet  has  exposed  himself  to  the 
lash  of  Ralph  by  stating  this  address  of 
Dec.  1 1 .  incorrectly.  [The  prince  issued 
two  proclamations,  Jan.  16.  and  21. /ad- 
dressed to  the  soldiers  and  sailors,  on 
which  Ralph  comments  in  his  usual  in- 
vidious manner.  They  are  certainly 
expressed  in  a  high  tone  of  sovereignty, 
without  the  least  allusion  to  the  king,  or 
to  the  request  of  the  peers,  and  some 
phrases  might  give  offence  to  our  law- 
yers.     Ralph,  ii.  10.  —  1845.] 


f  [It  appears  by  some  notes  of  the 
debate  in  the  convention,  published  in 
the  Hardwicke  Papers,  ii.401.,  that  the 
vote  of  abdication  was  carried  with  only 
three  negatives.  The  tide  ran  too  high 
for  the  tories,  though  some  of  them 
spoke ;  they  recovered  their  spirits  after 
the  lords*  amendments.  This  account  of 
the  debate  is  remarkable,  and  clears  up 
much  that  is  obscure  in  Grey,  whom  the 
Parliamentary  History  has  copied.  The 
declaration  of  right  was  drawn  up  rather 
hastily,  Serjeant  Maynard,  as  well  as 
younger  lawyers,  pressing  for  no  delay 
in  filling  the  throne.  I  suppose  that 
the  wish  to  screen  themselves  under  the 
statute  of  Henry  VI  I.  had  something  to 
do  with  this ;  which  was  also  very  ex- 
pedient in  itself.  — 1845.] 

f  Commons*  Journals ;  Pari.  Hist. 
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the  opposite  faction.  The  lords  agreed  with  equal  unanimity 
to  this  vote ;  which,  though  it  was  expressed  only  as  an  ab- 
stract proposition,  led  by  a  practical  inference  to  the  whole 
change  that  the  whigs  had  in  view.  But  upon  the  former 
resolution  several  important  divisions  took  place.  The  first 
question  put,  in  order  to  save  a  nominal  allegiance  to  the  late 
king,  was,  whether  a  regency  with  the  administration  of 
regal  power  under  the  style  of  king  James  11.  during  the  life 
of  the  said  king  James,  be  the  best  and  safest  way  to  preserve 
the  protestant  religion  and  the  laws  of  this  kingdom  ?  This 
was  supported  both  by  those  peers  who  really  meant  to  ex- 
clude the  king  from  the  enjoyment  of  power,  such  as  Not- 
tingham, its  great  promoter,  and  by  those  who,  like  Claren- 
don, were  anxious  for  his  return  upon  terms  of  security  for 
their  religion  and  liberty.  The  motion  was  lost  by  fifty-one 
to  forty-nine ;  and  this  seems  to  have  virtually  decided,  in 
the  judgment  of  the  house,  that  James  had  lost  the  throne.* 
The  lords  then  resolved  that  there  was  an  original  contract 
between  the  king  and  people,  by  fifty-five  to  forty-six;  a 
position  that  seems  rather  too  theoretical,  yet  necessary  at 
that  time,  as  denying  the  divine  origin  of  monarchy,  from 
which  its  absolute  and  indefeasible  authority  had  been  plau- 
sibly derived.  They  concurred,  without  much  debate,  in  the 
rest  of  the  commons'  vote ;  till  they  came  to  the  clause  that 
he  had  abdicated  the  government,  for  which  they  substituted 
the  word  *<  deserted."  They  next  omitted  the  final  and  most 
important  clause,  that  the  throne  was  thereby  vacant,  by  a 
majority  of  fifty-five  to  forty-one.  This  was  owing  to  the 
party  of  lord  Danby,  who  asserted  a  devolution  of  the  crown 
on  the  princess  of  Orange.  It  seemed  to  be  tacitly  under- 
stood by  both  sides  that  the  infant  child  was  to  be  presumed 
spurious.  This  at  least  was  a  necessary  supposition  for  the 
tones,  who  sought  in  the  idle  rumours  of  the  time  an  excuse 
for  abandoning  his  right.  As  to  the  whigs,  though  they 
were  active  in  discrediting  this  unfortunate  boy's  legitimacy. 


*  Somerville  and  sereral  other  writers  a  regent.     Such  a  mode  of  patting  the 

have  not  accurately  ttated  the  question ;  question  would  have  been  absurd.    I  ob> 

and  suppose  the  lords  to  have  debated  serve  that  M.  Maxure  has  been  deceived 

whether  the  throne,  on  the  hypothesis  of  by  these  authorities, 
its  vacancy,  should  be  filled  by  a  king  or 

8  2 


2()0   CONSTITUTIONAL   HISTORY   OF  ENGLAND    [Chap.  XIV. 

their  own  broad  prmdples  of  rJianging  the  line  of  soccession 
rendered  it,  in  point  of  argpiment,  a  superfluous  enquiry. 
The  toriesy  who  had  made  little  resistance  to  the  vote  of  abdi- 
cation, when  it  was  proposed  in  the  commons,  recovered  cou- 
rage by  this  difference  between  the  two  houses ;  and  perhaps 
by  observing  the  king^s  party  to  be  stronger  out  of  doors  than 
it  had  appeared  to  be,  were  able  to  muster  151  voices  against 
282  in  favour  of  agreeing  with  the  lords  in  leaving  out  the 
clause  about  the  vacancy  of  the  throne.*  There  was  still, 
however,  a  hr  greater  preponderance  of  the  whigs  in  one 
part  of  the  convention,  than  of  the  tories  in  the  other.  In  the 
famous  conference  that  ensued  between  committees  of  die 
two  houses  upon  these  amendments,  it  was  never  pretended 
that  the  word  **  abdication  "  was  used  in  its  ordinary  sense, 
for  a  voluntary  resignation  of  the  crown.  The  commons  did 
not  practise  so  pitifiil  a  subterfuge.  Nor  could  the  lords  ex- 
plicitly maintain,  whatever  might  be  the  wishes  of  their 
managers,  that  the  king  was  not  expelled  and  excluded  as 
much  by  their  own  word  **  desertion  **  as  by  that  which  the 
lower  house  had  employed.  Their  own  previous  vote  against 
a  regency  was  decisive  upon  this  point.t  But  as  abdication 
was  a  gentler  term  than  forfeiture,  so  desertion  appeared  a 
still  softer  method  of  expressing  the  same  idea,  llieir  chief 
objection,  however,  to  die  former  word  was  that  it  led,  or 
might  seem  to  lead,  to  the  vacancy  of  the  throne,  against 
which  their  principal  arguments  were  directed.  They  con- 
tended that  in  our  government  there  could  be  no  interval  or 
vacancy,  the  heir's  right  being  complete  by  a  demise  of  the 
crown  ;  so  that  it  would  at  once  render  the  monarchy  elective, 
if  any  other  person  were  designated  to  the  succession.  The 
commons  did  not  deny  that  the  present  case  was  one  of  election, 
though  they  refused  to  allow  that  the  monarchy  was  thus  ren- 
dered perpetually  elective.  They  asked,  supposing  a  right  to 
descend  upon  the  next  heir,  who  was  that  heir  to  inherit  it  ? 


*  Pari  Hist  61.    The  chief  speakers  Nottingham,   who  had  been  solicitor, 

on  this  side  were  old  sir  Thomas  Clarges,  general  to  Charles,  but  was  removed  in 

brother-in-law  of  general   Monk,  who  the  late  reign. 

had  been  distinguished  as  an  opponent  f  James  is  called  <*the  late  king**  in 

of  administration    under   Charles   and  a  resolution  of  the  lords  on  Feb.  2. 
James,  and  Mr.  Finch,  brother  of  lord 
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and  gained  one  of  their  chief  advantages  by  the  difficulty  of 
evading  this  question.     It  was  indeed  evident  that,  if  the 
lords  should  carry  their  amendments,  an  enquiry  into  the 
legitimacy  of  the  prince  of  Wales  could  by  no  means  be  dis- 
pensed with.     Unless  that  could  be  disproved  more  satisfac- 
torily than  they  had  reason  to  hope,  they  must  come  back  to 
the  inconveniences  of  a  regency,  with  the  prospect  of  be- 
queathing interminable  confusion  to  their  posterity.     For,  if 
the  descendants  of  James  should  continue  in  the  Roman 
catholic  religion,  the  nation  might  be  placed  in  the  ridiculous 
situation  of  acknowledging  a  dynasty  of  exiled  kings,  whose 
lawful  prerogative  would  be  withheld  by  another  race  of  pro- 
testant  regents.     It  was  indeed  strange  to  apply  the  provi- 
sional substitution  of  a  regent  in  cases  of  infancy  or  imbecility 
of  mind  to  a  prince  of  mature  age,  and  full  capacity  for  the 
exercise  of  power.     Upon  the  king's  return  to  England,  this 
delegated  authority  must  cease  of  itself;  unless  supported  by 
votes  of  parliament  as   violent   and  incompatible   with  the 
regular  constitution  as  his  deprivation  of  the  royal  title ;  but 
tar  less  secure  for  the  subject,  whom  the  statute  of  Henry 
VII.  would  shelter  in  paying  obedience  to  a  king  de  facto, 
while  the  fate  of  sir  Henry  Vane  was  an  awful  proof  that  no 
other  name  could  give  countenance  to  usurpation.     A  great 
part  of  the  nation  not  thirty  years  before  had  been  compelled 
by  acts  of  parliament*  to  declare  upon  oath  their  abhorrence 
of  that  traitorous  position,  that  arms  might  be  taken  up  by 
the  king^s  authority  against  his  person  or  those  commissioned 
by  him,  through  the  influence  of  those  very  tories  or  loyalists 
who  had  now  recourse  to  the  identical  distinction  between  the 
king's  natural  and  poUtical  capacity,  for  which  the  presby- 
terians  had  incurred  so  many  reproaches. 

In  this  conference,  however,  if  the  whigs  had  every  advan- 
tage on  the  solid  grounds  of  expediency,  or  rather  political 
necessity,  the  tories  were  as  much  superior  in  the  mere  argu- 
ment, either  as  it  regarded  the  common  sense  of  words,  or 
the  principles  of  our  constitutional  law.  Even  should  we 
admit  that  an  hereditary  king  is  competent  to  abdicate  the 
throne  in  the  name  of  all  his  posterity,  this  could  only  be 

•  13  Car.  IL  c  i.;  17  Car.  II.  c.  ii. 
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intended  of  a  voluntary  and  formal  cession,  not  such  a  con- 
structive abandonment  of  his  right  by  misconduct  as  the 
commons  had  imagined.  The  word  "  forfeiture'*  might  better 
have  answered  this  purpose  ;  but  it  had  seemed  too  great  a 
violence  on  principles  which  it  was  more  convenient  to  under- 
mine than  to  assault.  Nor  would  even  forfeiture  bear  out 
by  analogy  the  exclusion  of  an  heir,  whose  right  was  not 
liable  to  be  set  aside  at  the  ancestor's  pleasure.  It  was  only 
by  recurring  to  a  kind  of  paramount,  and  what  I  may  call 
hyper-constitutional  law,  a  mixture  of  force  and  regard  to  the 
national  good,  which  is  the  best  sanction  of  what  is  done  in 
revolutions,  that  the  vote  of  the  commons  could  be  defended. 
They  proceeded  not  by  the  stated  rules  of  the  English  govern- 
ment, but  the  general  rights  of  mankind.  They  looked  not 
so  much  to  Magna  Charta  as  the  original  compact  of  society, 
and  rejected  Coke  and  Hale  for  Hooker  and  Harrington. 

The  house  of  lords,  after  this  struggle  against  principles 
undoubtedly  very  novel  in  the  discussions  of  parliament,  gave 
way  to  the  strength  of  circumstance  and  the  steadiness  of  the 
commons.  They  resolved  not  to  insist  on  their  amendments 
to  the  original  vote ;  and  followed  this  up  by  a  resolution, 
that  the  prince  and  princess  of  Orange  shall  be  declared  king 
and  queen  of  England,  and  all  the  dominions  thereunto  be- 
longing.* But  the  commons  with  a  noble  patriotism  delayed 
to  concur  in  this  hasty  settlement  of  the  crown,  till  they 
should  have  completed  the  declaration  of  those  fundamental 
rights  and  liberties  for  the  sake  of  which  alone  they  had  gone 
forward  with  this  great  revolution,  t  That  declaration,  being 
at  once  an  exposition  of  the  misgovemment  which  had  com- 
pelled them  to  dethrone  the  late  king,  and  of  the  conditions 


*  This  was  carried  by  sixty-two  to  passed  against  a  regency,  out  of  unwill- 
forty-seyen,  according  to  lord  Clarendon ;  ingness  to  disagree  with  the  migority  of 
several  of  the  tones  going  over,  and  his  brethren ;  but  he  was  entirely  of 
others  who  had  been  hitherto  absent  Burnetts  mind.  The  votes  of  the  bidiops 
coming  down  to  vote.  Forty  peers  pro-  are  not  accurately  stated  in  most  books; 
tested,  including  twelve  bishops,  out  of  which  has  induced  me  to  mention  them 
seventeen  present.  Trelawney,  who  had  here.  Lords*  Journals,  Feb.  6. 
voted  against  the  regency,  was  one  of  f  It  had  been  resolved,  Jan.  29., 
them ;  but  not  Compton,  Lloyd  of  St.  that  before  the  committee  proceed  to  fill 
Asaph,  Crewe,  Sprat,  or  Hall ;  the  three  the  throne  now  vacant,  they  will  pro- 
former,  I  believe,  being  in  the  minority,  ceed  to  secure  our  religion,  laws,  and 
Lloyd  had  been  absent  when  the  vote  liberties. 
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upon  which  they  elected  his  successors,  was  incorporated  in 
the  final  resolution  to  which  both  houses  came  on  die  13th  of 
February,  extending  the  limitation  of  the  crown  as  far  as  the 
state  of  affairs  required :  "  That  William  and  Mary,  ^^^^^^^^  ^r 
prince  and  princess  of  Orange,  be,  and  be  declared  MiJ5*?tire^ 
Idng  and  queen  of  England,  France,  and  Ireland,  ^^'°°^ 
and  the  dominions  thereunto  belonging,  to  hold  the  crown 
and  dignity  of  the  said  kingdoms  and  dominions  to  them,  the 
said  prince  and  princess,  during  their  lives,  and  the  life  of 
the  survivor  of  them ;  and  that  the  sole  and  full  exercise  of 
the  regal  power  be  only  in,  and  executed  by,  the  said  prince 
of  Orange,  in  the  names  of  the  said  prince  and  princess, 
during  their  joint  lives ;  and  after  their  decease  the  said 
crown  and  royal  dignity  of  the  said  kingdoms  and  dominions 
to  be  to  the  heirs  of  the  body  of  the  said  princess ;  for  default 
of  such  issue,  to  the  princess  Anne  of  Denmark,  and  the  heirs 
of  her  body ;  and  for  default  of  such  issue,  to  the  heirs  of  the 
body  of  the  said  prince  of  Orange/* 

Thus,  to  sum  up  the  account  of  this  extraordinary  change 
in  our  established  monarchy,  the  convention  pronounced, 
under  the  slight  disguise  of  a  word  unusual  in  the  language 
of  English  law,  that  the  actual  sovereign  had  forfeited  his 
right  to  the  nation's  allegiance.  It  swept  away  by  the  same 
vote  the  reversion  of  his  posterity  and  of  those  who  could 
claim  the  inheritance  of  the  crown.  It  declared  that,  during 
an  interval  of  nearly  two  months,  there  was  no  king  of  Eng- 
land ;  the  monarchy  lying,  as  it  were,  in  abeyance  from  the 
23d  of  December  to  the  13th  of  February.  It  bestowed  the 
crown  on  William,  jointly  with  his  wife  indeed,  but  so  that 
her  participation  of  the  sovereignty  should  be  only  in  name.* 

*  See  Burnet's  remarkable  conversa-  with  Mary  I.     Her  admirable  temper 

tion  with  Bentiock,  wherein  the  former  made  her  acquiesce   in   this  exclusion 

warmly  opposed  the  settlement  of  the  from  power,  which  the  sterner  character 

crown  on  the  prince  of  Orange  alone,  as  of  her  husband   demanded  ;   and  with 

Halifax  had  suggested.     But  nothing  in  respect  to  the  conduct  of  the  convention, 

it  is  more  remarkable  than  that    the  it  must    be  observed    that  the   nation 

bishop  does  not  perceive  that  this  was  owed  her  no  particular  debt  of  grati- 

Tirtually  done ;  for  it  would  be  difficult  tude,  nor  had  she  any  better  claim  than 

to  prove  that  Mary's  royalty  differed  at  her  sister  to  fill  a  throne  by  election, 

all  from  that  of  a  queen  consort,  except  which   bad  been  declared   vacant.     In 

in  having  her  name  in  the  style.     She  fact,  there  was  no  middle  course  between 

was  exactly  in  the  same  predicament  as  what  was  done,  and  following  the  prece- 

Philip   bad   been   during  his  marriage  dent  of  Philip,  as  to  which  Bentinck 
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It  postponed  the  succession  of  the  prhicess  Anne  during  his 
life.  Lastly,  it  made  no  provision  for  any  future  devolution 
of  the  crown  in  failure  of  issue  from  those  to  whom  it  was 
thus  limited,  leaving  that  to  the  wisdom  of  future  parliaments* 
Yet  only  eight  years  before,  nay  much  less,  a  large  part  of 
the  nation  had  loudly  proclaimed  the  incompetency  of  a  full 
parliament,  with  a  lawful  king  at  its  head,  to  alter  the  lineal 
course  of  succession.  No  whig  had  then  openly  professed 
the  doctrine,  that  not  only  a  king,  but  an  entire  royal  family, 
might  be  set  aside  for  public  convenience.  The  notion  of  an 
original  contract  was  denounced  as  a  republican  chimera. 
The  deposing  of  kings  was  branded  as  the  worst  birth  of 
popery  and  fanaticism.  If  other  revolutions  have  been  more 
extensive  in  their  effect  on  the  established  government,  few 
perhaps  have  displayed  a  more  rapid  transition  of  public 
opinion.  For  it  cannot,  I  think,  be  reasonably  doubted  that 
the  majority  of  the  nation  went  along  with  the  vote  of  their 
representatives.  Such  was  the  termination  of  that  contest, 
which  the  house  of  Stuart  had  obstinately  maintained  against 
the  liberties,  and  of  late,  against  the  religion  of  England ; 
or  rather,  of  that  far  more  ancient  controversy  between  the 
crown  and  the  people  which  had  never  been  wholly  at  rest 
since  the  reign  of  John.  During  this  long  period,  the  balance, 
except  in  a  few  irregular  intervals,  had  been  swayed  in  favour 
of  the  crown  ;  and  though  the  government  of  England  was 
always  a  monarchy  limited  by  law,  though  it  always,  or  at 
least  since  the  admission  of  the  commons  into  the  legislature, 
partook  of  the  three  simple  forms,  yet  the  character  of  a  mo- 
narchy was  evidently  prevalent  over  the  other  parts  of  the 

said,  he  fancied   the  prince  would  not  trusted  to  the  queen's  temper  and  piin- 

like  to  be  his  wife's  gentleman  usher;  ciples.      It  required  a  distinct  act  of 

for  a  divided  sovereignty  was  a  moTi-  parliament  (2   W.   ft   M.   c.  6.)  to  en> 

struous  and  impracticable  expedient  in  able  her  to   exercise  the  regal  power 

theory,  however  the  submissive  dispo-  during  the  king^s  absence  from  England, 

sition  of  the  queen  might  have  prevented  [It   was  urged   by  some,   not  without 

its  mischiefs.      Burnet  seems  to  have  plausible  grounds,  on  Mary's  death,  that 

had  a  puzaled  vi^r  of  this :  for  he  says  the  parliament  was   dissolved   by  that 

afterwards,  **  It  seemed  to  be  a  double-  event,  the  writs  having- been  issued  in  her 

bottomed  monarchy,  where  there  were  name  as  well  as  the  king*s.     A  paper, 

two  joint   soirereigns ;   but  those  who  printed  but  privately  hand^  about,  with 

know  the  queen*a  temper  and  principles  the  design  to  prove  this,  will  be  found  in 

had  no  apprehensions  of  divided  coun-  Pari.   Hist.  v.  867.      But   it  was   not 

scls,   or  of  a  distracted    government.*'  warmly  taken  up  by  any  party. —1845.] 
Vol.  ii.    2.      Ilie  convention  had   not 
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constitutioii.  But,  since  the  revolution  of  1688,  and  parti- 
colarly  from  thence  to  the  death  of  George  IL,  after  which 
the  popular  element  grew  much  stronger,  it  seems  equally 
just  to  say,  that  the  predominating  character  has  been  aristo- 
cratical  j  the  prerogative  being  in  some  respects  too  limited, 
and  in  others  too  little  capable  of  e£fectual  exercise,  to  coun- 
terbalance the  hereditary  peerage,  and  that  class  of  great 
territorial  proprietors,  who,  in  a  political  division,  are  to  be 
reckoned  among  the  proper  aristocracy  of  the  kingdom. 
This,  however,  will  be  more  fully  explained  in  the  two  suc- 
ceeding chapters* 
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CHAPTER  XV- 

ON    THE    REIGN    OF    WILLIAM    III. 

Declaration  of  Rights  —  Bill  of  Rights  —  Military  Force  without  Consent 
declared  illegal — Discontent  with  the  new  Government  —  Its  Causes  — 
IncompaObiUty  of  the  Revolution  with  received  Prinaples  —  Character  and 
Errors  of  William  —  Jealousy  of  the  Whigs  —  B'dl  of  Indenmily  —  Bill  for 
restoring  Corporations  —  Settlement  of  the  Revenue  —  Appropriation  of 
Supplies  —  Dtssatisfaction  of  the  King  —  No  Republican  Party  in  Existence — 
William  employs  Tories  m  ministry  —  Intrigues  with  the  late  King — Sdiemes 
for  his  Restoration  —  Attainder  of  Sir  John  Fenunck  —  ///  Success  of  the  War 

—  Its  Expenses  —  Treaty  of  Ryswick  —  Jealousy  of  the  Commons  —  Army 
reduced  —  Irish  Forfeitures  resumed  —  Parliamentary  Enquiries  —  T\ea^s 
of  Partition '^-  Improvements  in  Constitution  under  William  —  BUI  for  Trienrdal 
Parliaments  —  Law  of  Treason  —  Statute  of  Edward  III.  —  Its  constructive 
Interpretation  —  Statute  of  William  III  —  Liberty  of  the  Press  —  Law  of 
libel  —  Religious  Toleration  —  Attempt  at '  Comprehension  —  Schism  of  the 
Non-jurors  —  Laws  against  Romon  Catholics  —  Act  of  Settlement  —  Limit' 
ations  of  Prerogative  contained  in  it  —  Privy  Council  superseded  by  a  Cabinet 

—  Exclusion  of  Placemen  and  Pensioners  from  Parliament  —  Independence  of 
Judges —  Oath  of  Abjuration, 

The  Revolution  is  not  to  be  considered  as  a  mere  eiffort  of 
the  nation  on  a  pressing  emergency  to  rescue  itself  from  the 
violence  of  a  particular  monarch ;  much  less  as  grounded 
upon  the  danger  of  the  Anglican  church,  its  emoluments, 
and  dignities,  from  the  bigotry  of  a  hostile  religion.  It  was 
rather  the  triumph  of  those  principles  which,  in  the  language 
of  the  present  day,  are  denominated  liberal  or  constitutional, 
over  those  of  absolute  monarchy,  or  of  monarchy  not  effec- 
tually controlled  by  stated  boundaries.  It  was  the  termination 
of  a  contest  between  the  regal  power  and  that  of  parliament, 
which  could  not  have  been  brought  to  so  favourable  an  issue 
by  any  other  means.  But,  while  the  chief  renovation  in  the 
spirit  of  our  government  was  likely  to  spring  from  breaking 
the  line  of  succession,  while  no  positive  enactments  would 
have  sufficed  to  give  security  to  freedom  with  the  legitimate 
race  of  Stuart  on  the  throne,  it  would  have  been  most 
culpable,  and  even  preposterous,  to  permit  this  occasion  to 
pass  by,  without  asserting  and  defining  those   rights  and 
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liberties,  which  the  very  indeterminate  nature  of  the  king's 
prerogative  at  common  law,  as  well  as  the  unequivocal  exten- 
sion it  had  lately  received,  must  continually  place  in  jeopardy. 
The  house  of  lords  indeed,  as  I  have  observed  in  the  last 
diapter,  would  have  conferred  the  crown  on  William  and 
Mary,  leaving  the  redress  of  grievances  to  future  arrange- 
ment ;  and  some  eminent  lawyers  in  the  commons,  Maynard 
and  PoUexfen,  seem  to  have  had  apprehensions  of  keeping 
the  nation  too  long  in  a  state  of  anarchy.*  But  the  great 
m^ority  of  the  commons  wisely  resolved  to  go  at  once  to  the 
root  of  the  nation's  grievances,  and  show  their  new  sovereign 
that  he  was  raised  to  the  throne  for  the  sake  of  those  liberties, 
by  violating  which  his  predecessor  had  forfeited  it* 

The  declaration  of  rights  presented  to  the  prince  of  Orange 
by  the  marquis  of  Halifax,  as  speaker  of  the  lords,  Declaration 
in  the  presence  of  both  houses,  on  the  18th  of  ^^'^^^ 
February,  consists  of  three  parts :  ajificitaLiif  .the  illegaLand 
arbitral^. acts,  committed  by  the  late  king,  and  of  their  con« 
sequent  vote  of  abdication;  a  declaration,  nearly  following 
the  words  of  the  former  part,  that  such  enumerated  acts  are 
illegal ;  and  a  resolution,  that  the  throne  shall  be  filled  by  the 
prince  and  princess  of  Orange,  according  to  the  limitations 
mentioned  in  the  last  chapter.  Thus  the  declaration  of  rights 
was  indissolubly  connected  with  the  revolution-settlement  as 
its  motive  and  its  condition. 

The  lords  and  commons  in  this  instrument  declare :  That 
the  jr^tyndffH  powpr  of  suspending  laws,  and  the  execution  of 
laMrs>J)y-tegal_authority  without  consent  of  parliament,  is 
illegal  ;^  Hiat^he  pretended  power  of  dispensing  with  laws 
by  regal  authority,  as  it  hath  been  assumed  and  exercised  of 
late,_js  illegal ;  That  the  commission  for  creating  the  late 
court  of  coinmissioners  for  ecclesiasdcal  causes,  and  all  other 
commissions  and  courts  of  the  like  nature,  are  illegal  and 
pernidous-j  That  levying  of  money  for  or  to  the  use  of  the 
crown,  by  pretence  of  prerogative  without  grant  of  parlia- 
ment, for  longer  time  or  in  any  other  manner  than  the  same 
is  or  shall  be  granted,  is  illegal ;  That  it  is  the  right  of  the 
subjects  to  petition  the  king,  and  that  all  commitments  or 
prosecutions  for  such  petitions  are  illegal ;  That  the  raising 

•  Pari.  Hist  v.  54. 
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or  keeping  a  standing  army  within  the  kingdom  in  time  of 
peace,  unless  it  be  with  eonsent  of  parliament,  is^Hl^ns^- 
That  the  subjects  which  are  protestants  may  have  arms  for 
their  defence  suitable  to  their  condition,  and  as  allowed  by 
law ;  That  elections  of  members  of  parliament  ought  to  be 
free  ;  That  the  freedom  of  speech  or  debates,  or  proceedings 
in  parliament,  ought  not  to  be  impeached  or  questioned  in 
any  court  or  place  out  of  parliament;  That  excessive  bail 
ought  not  to  be  required,  nor  excessive  fines  imposed,  nor 
cruel  and  unusual  punishments  inflicted}  That  juries  ought 
to^be  dulj  jmpannQlled-aiul  returned,  and  that  jurors  which 
pass  upon  men  in  trials  of  high  treason  ought'to Tie  Tree- 
holders  ;  That  all  grants  and  promises  of  fines  and  forfetttxres 
of  particular  persons,  before  conviction,  are  illegal  and  void  ; 
And  that,  for  redress  of  all  grievances,  and  for  the  amending, 
strengthening,  and  preserving  of  the  laws,  parliaments  ought 
to  be  held  frequently.* 

This  declaration  was,  some  months  afterwards,  confirmed 
by  a  regular  act  of  the  legislature  in  the  bill  of  rights, 
xvhich  establishes  at  the  same  time  the  limitation  of 
the  crown  according  to  the  vote  of  both  houses,  and  adds  the 
important  provision ;  That  all  persons  who  shall  hold  com- 
munion with  the  church  of  Rome,  or  shall  marry  a  papist, 
shall  be  excluded,  and  for  ever  incapable  to  possess,  inherit, 
or  enjoy,  the  crown  and  government  of  this  realm;  and  in  all 
such  cases,  the  people  of  these  realms  shall  be  absolved  from 
their  allegiance,  and  the  crown  shall  descend  to  the  next  heir. 
This  was  as  near  an  approach  to  a  generalisation  of  the  prin- 
ciple of  resistance  as  could  be  admitted  with  any  security  for 
public  order. 

The  bill  of  rights  contained  only  one  clause  extending 
rather  beyond  the  propositions  laid  down  in  the  declaration. 
This  relates  to  the  dispensing  power,  which  the  lords  had 
been  unwilling  absolutely  to  condemn.  They  softened  the 
general  assertion  of  its  illegality  sent  up  from  the  other  house, 
by  inserting  the  words  "  as  it  has  been  exercised  of  late."  t 
In  the  bill  of  rights  therefore  a  clause  was  introduced,  that 
no  dispensation  by  non  obstante  to  any  statute  should  be 
allowed,  except  in  such  cases  as  should  be  spedally  provided 

•  Pari,  llist.  V.  103.  f  Journals,  lltb  and  12th  Feb.  1688>9. 
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for  by  a  bill  to  be  passed  during^  the  present  session.  This 
reservation  went  to  satisfy  the  scruples  of  the  lords,  who  did 
not  agree  without  difficulty  to  the  complete  abolition  of  a  pre- 
rogative, so  long  recognised,  and  in  many  cases  so  conve- 
nient.* But  the  palpable  danger  of  permitting  it  to  exist  in 
its  indefinite  state,  subject  to  the  interpretation  of  time-serving 
judges,  prevailed  with  the  commons  over  this  consideration 
of  conveniency ;  and  though  in  the  next  parliament  the  judges 
were  ordered  by  the  house  of  lords  to  draw  a  bill  for  the 
king's  dispensing  in  such  cases  wherein  they  should  find  it 
necessary,  and  for  abrogating  such  laws  as  had  been  usually 
dispensed  with  and  were  become  useless,  the  subject  seems 
to  have  received  no  further  attention.t 

Except  in  this  article  of  the  dispensing  prerogative,  we 
cannot  say,  on  comparing  the  bill  of  rights  with  what  is 
proved  to  be  the  law  by  statutes,  or  generally  esteemed 
to  be  such  on  the  authority  of  our  best  writers,  that  it  took 
away  any  legal  power  of  the  crown,  or  enlarged  the  limits  of 
popular  and  parliamentary  privilege.  The  most  questionable 
proposition,  though  at  the  same  time  one  of  the  most  im- 
portant, was  that  which  asserts  the  illegality  of  a 

*.  ••  *'.•'  Military 

standing:  army  in  time  of  peace,  unless  with  con-  force  with- 

o  ■/  1  '  out  content 

sent  of  parliament.  It  seems  difficult  to  perceive  in  ?«»»':«» 
what  respect  this  mtrmged  on  any  private  man  s 
right,  or  by  what  clear  reason  (for  no  statute  could  be  pre- 
tended) the  king  was  debarred  from  enlisting  soldiers  by  vo- 
luntary contract  for  the  defence  of  his  dominions,  especially 
after  an  express  law  had  declared  the  sole  power  over  the 
militia,  without  giving  any  definition  of  that  word,  to  reside 
in  the  crown.  This  had  never  been  expressly  maintained  by 
Charles  II.'s  parliaments ;  though  the  general  repugnance  of 
the  nation  to  what  was  certainly  an  innovation  might  have 
provoked  a  body  of  men,  who  did  not  always  measure  their 
words,  to  declare  its  illegality,  t   It  was  however  at  least  un- 

•  Pari.  Hist,  345.  of  the  crown  and  its  royal  power."  This 

t  Lords'  Journals,   22d  Nov.   1 689.  savours  a  little  of  old  tory  times.     For 

[Pardons  for  murder  used  to  be  granted  there  are  certainly  unrepealed  statutes  of 

witha^'non  obstantibus  statutis.**  After  Edward  III.,  which  materially  limit  the 

the  revolution  it  was  contended  that  they  crown*s    prerogative  of    pardoning  fe- 

were  no  longer  legal:    1    Shower,  284.  Icnies. — 1845.] 

But  Holt  held  **  the  power  of  pardoning  |  The  guards  retained  out  of  the  old 

all  offences  to  be  an  Inseparable  incident  army   disbanded  at  the   king*s    return 
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constitutional,  by  which,  as  distinguished  from  illegal,  I  mean 
a  novelty  of  much  importance,  tending  to  endanger  the  esta- 
blished laws.  And  it  is  manifest  that  the  king  could  never 
inflict  penalties  by  martial  law,  or  generally  by  any  other 
course,  on  his  troops,  nor  quarter  them  on  the  inhi^itants, 
nor  cause  them  to  interfere  with  the  civil  authorities ;  so  that, 
even  if  the  proposition  so  absolutely  expressed  may  be  some- 
what too  wide,  it  still  should  be  considered  as  virtually  cor- 
rect.*    But  its  distinct  assertion  in  the  bill  of  rights  put  a 

have  been  already  mentioned  to  have  they  would  only  vote  supplies  on  con- 
amounted  to  about  5000  men ;  though  dition  that  these  troops  should  be  irome- 
some  assert  their  number  at  first  to  have  diately  disbanded.  Id.  985.  Hie  king, 
been  considerably  less.  No  objection  however,  employed  the  money  without 
seems  to  have  been  made  at  the  time  to  doing  so ;  and  maintained,  in  the  next 
the  continuance  of  these  regiments.  But  session,  that  it  had  been  necessary  to 
in  1667,  on  the  insult  offered  to  the  keep  them  on  foot;  intimating,  at  tbe 
coasts  by  the  Dutch  fleet,  a  great  panic  same  time,  that  he  was  now  willing  to 
arising,  12,000  fresh  troops  were  hastily  comply,  if  the  house  thought  it  ezpe- 
levied.  The  commons,  on  July  25.,  came  dient  to  disband  the  troops;  which  they 
to  an  unanimous  resolution,  that  his  ma-  accordingly  voted  with  unanimity,  to  be 
jesty  be  humbly  desired  by  such  mem-  necessary  for  the  safety  of  his  majesty's 
bers  as  are  his  privy  council,  that  when  person,  and  preservation  of  the  peace  of 
a  peace  is  concluded,  the  new-raised  the  government  Nov.  25.  Id.  1049. 
forces  be  disbanded.  The  king,  four  James  showed,  in  his  speech  to  parlia- 
days  after,  in  a  speech  to  both  houses,  ment,  Nov.  9.  1685,  that  he  intended  to 
said,  **he  wondered  what  one  thing  he  keep  on  foot  a  standing  army.  Id.  1371. 
had  done  since  his  coming  into  England,  But,  though  that  house  of  commons 
to  persuade  any  sober  person  that  he  did  was  very  differently  composed  from  those 
intend  to  govern  by  a  standing  army ;  in  his  brother*s  reign,  and  voted  as  large 
he  said  he  was  more  an  Englishman  a  supply  as  the  king  required,  they  le- 
than  to  do  sa  He  desired,  for  as  much  solved  that  a  bill  be  brought  in  to  ren- 
as  concerned  him,  to  preserve  the  laws,**  der  the  militia  more  useful;  an  oblique 
&c.  Pari.  Hist.  iv.  363.  Next  session  and  timid  hint  of  their  disapprobation 
the  two  houses  thanked  him  for  having  of  a  regular  force,  against  which  several 
disbanded  the  late  raised  forces.  Id.  members  had  spoken. 
369.  But  in  1673,  dnring  the  second  I  do  not  And  that  any  one,  even  in 
Dutch  war,  a  considerable  force  having  debate,  goes  the  length  of  denying  that 
been  levied,  the  house  of  commons,  after  the  king  might,  by  his  prerogative, 
a  warm  debate,  resolved,  Nov.  3.,  that  a  maintain  a  regular  army ;  none  at  least 
standing  army  was  a  grievance.  Id.  of  the  resolutions  in  the  commons  can  be 
604.  And  on  February  following,  that  said  to  have  that  effect, 
the  continuing  of  any  standing  forces  in  *  It  is  expressly  against  the  petition 
this  nation,  other  than  the  militia,  is  a  of  right,  to  quarter  troops  on  the  citisens^ 
great  grievance  and  vexation  to  the  or  to  inflict  any  punishment  by  martial 
people ;  and  that  this  house  do  humbly  law.  No  court  martial,  in  fact,  can  have 
petition  his  majesty  to  cause  immediately  any  coercive  jurisdiction  except  by  sta- 
to  be  disbanded  that  part  of  them  that  tute ;  unless  we  should  resort  to  the  old 
were  raised  since  Jan.  1.  1663.  Id.  665.  tribunal  of  the  constable  and  marshal. 
This  was  done  not  long  afterwards ;  but  And  that  this  was  admitted,  even  in  bad 
early  in  1678,  on  the  pretext  of  entering  times,  we  may  learn  by  an  odd  case  in 
into  a  war  with  France,  he  suddenly  sirThomasJones*8  Reports,  147.  (Pasch. 
raised  an  army  of  20,000  men,  or  more,  33  Car.  2. 1681).  An  action  was  brought 
according  to  some  accounts,  which  gave  for  assault  and  fiilse  imprisonment.  The 
so  much  alarm  to  the  parliament,  that  defendant  pleaded  that  he  was  lieutenant- 
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most  essential  restraint  on  the  monarchy,  and  rendered  it  in 
effect  for  ever  impossible  to  employ  any  direct  force  or  in- 
timidation against  the  established  laws  and  liberties  of  the 
people. 

A  revolution  so  thoroughly  remedial,   and  accomplished 
with  so  little  cost  of  private  suffering,  so  little  of  DiMootent 
angry  punishment  or  oppression  of  the  vanquished,  niJjJSvem- 
ought  to  have  been  hailed  with  unbounded  thankful-  "*"'' 
ness  and  satisfaction.     The   nation's   deliverer  and  chosen 
sovereign,  in  himself  the  most  magnanimous  and  heroic  cha- 
racter of  that  age,  might  have  expected  no  return  but  ad- 
miration and  gratitude.    Yet  this  was  very  far  from  being 
the  case.     In  no  period  of  time  under  the  Stuarts  were  public 
discontent  and  opposition  of  parliament  more  prominent  than 
in  the  reign  of  William  III. ;  and  that  high-souled  prince 
enjoyed  far  less  of  his  subjects*  affection  than  Charles  II. 
No  part  of  our  history  perhaps  is  read  upon  the  whole  with 
less    satisfaction    than  these   thirteen   years,  during  which 
he  sat  upon  his  elective  throne.    It  will  be  suffi- 
cient for  me  to  sketch  generally  the  leading  causes,    *'  ""*"' 
and  the  errors  both  of  the  prince  and  people,  which  hindered 
the  blessings  of  the  revolution  from  being  duly  appreciated 
by  its  contemporaries. 

The  votes  of  the  two  houses,  that  James  had  abdicated. 


goyemor  of  the  isle  of  Scilly,  and  that  to  have  resigned  his  place  in  the  king's 
the  plaintiff  was  a  soldier  belonging  bench  rather  than  come  into  this.  Wright 
to  the  garrison ;  and  that  it  was  the  succeeded  him ;  and  two  deserters,  hav- 
ancient  custom  o^  the  castle,  that  if  any  ing  been  convicted,  were  executed  in 
soldier  refused  to  render  obedience,  the  London.  Ralph,  961 .  I  cannot  dis- 
governor  might  punish  him  by  imprison-  cover  that  there  was  any  thing  illegal  in 
ment  for  a  reasonable  time;  which  he  the  proceeding;  and  therefore  question 
had  therefore  done.  The  plaintiff  de-  a  little  whether  this  were  really  Her- 
murred,  and  had  judgment  in  his  favour,  berths  motive.  See  3  Inst.  96. 
By  demurring,  he  put  it  to  the  court  to  [I  have  since  observed,  in  a  passage 
determine,  whether  this  plea,  which  is  which  had  escaped  me,  that  the  cause  of 
obviously  fabricated  in  order  to  cover  sir  Edward  Herbert*s  resignation,  which 
the  want  of  any  general  right  to  main-  was  in  fact  no  resignation,  but  only  an 
tain  discipline  in  this  manner,  were  valid  exchange  of  places  with  Wright,  chief 
in  point  of  law;  which  they  decided,  as  justice  of  the  common  pleas,  was  his  ob- 
it appears,  in  the  negative.  jection  to  the  king's  insisting  on  the  exe- 
In  the  next  reign,  however,  an  at-  cution  of  one  of  these  deserters  at  Ply- 
tempt  was  made  to  punish  deserters  ca-  mouth,  the  conviction  having  occurred 
pitally,  not  by  a  court  martial,  but  on  at  Reading.  State  Trials,  xii.  262.,  from 
the  authority  of  an  ancient  act  of  par-  Hey  wood's  Vindication  of  Fox. — 1845.] 
liament.     Chief  justice  Herbert  Is  said 
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or  in  plainer  words  forfeited,  his  ro}ral  authority,  that  the 
crown  was  vacant,  that  one  out  of  the  regular  line 
brntHr'the  of  succession  should  be  raised  to  it,  were  so  unten- 
with  l^^hred  able  by  any  known  law,  so  repugnant  to  the  principles 
of  the  established  church,  that  a  nation  accustomed 
to  think  upon  matters  of  government  only  as  lawyers  and 
churchmen  dictated,  could  not  easily  reconcile  them  to  its 
preconceived  notions  of  duty.  The  first  burst  of  resentment 
against  the  late  king  was  mitigated  by  his  fall ;  compassion, 
and  even  confidence,  began  to  take  place  of  it;  his  adherents 
— some  denying  or  extenuating  the  faults  of  his  administrap 
tion,  others  more  artfully  representing  them  as  capable  of 
redress  by  legal  measures — having  recovered  from  their  con- 
sternation, took  advantage  of  the  necessary  delay  before  the 
meeting  of  the  convention,  and  of  the  time  consumed  in  its 
debates,  to  publish  pamphlets  and  circulate  rumours  in  his 
behalf.*  Thus  at  the  moment  when  William  and  Mary 
were  proclaimed  (though  it  seems  highly  probable  that  a 
majority  of  the  kingdom  sustained  the  bold  votes  of  its  re- 
presentatives), there  was  yet  a  very  powerful  minority  who 
believed  the  constitution  to  be  most  violently  shaken,  if  not 
irretrievably  destroyed,  and  the  rightful  sovereign  to  have 
been  excluded  by  usurpation.  The  clergy  were  moved  by 
pride  and  shame,  by  the  just  apprehension  that  their  influence 
over  the  people  would  be  impaired,  by  jealousy  or  hatred  of 
the  non-conformists,  to  deprecate  so  practical  a  confutation 
of  the  doctrines  they  had  preached,  especially  when  an  oath 
of  allegiance  to  their  new  sovereign  came  to  be  imposed; 

*  See  several  in  the  Somers   Tracts^  eminent  champion  of  passive  obedience, 

vol.  X.  One  of  these,  a  Letter  to  a  Mem-  Even  the  distinction  he  found  out,  of  the 

ber  of  the  Convention,  by  Dr.  Sherlock,  lawfulness  of  allegiance  to  a  king  de  facto, 

is  very  ably  written;  and  puts  all  the  was   contrary  to  his    former   doctrine, 

consequences  of  a  change  of  government,  [A  pamphlet,  entitled  **  A  Second  Letter 

as  to  popular  dissatisfaction,  &c.  much  to  a  Friend,*'  in  answer  to  the  declaration 

as   they  turned  out,  though,  of  course,  of  James  T I.  in  1692  (Somers  Tracts, x. 

failing  to  show  that  a  treaty  with  the  878.),  which  goes  wholly  on  revolution 

king  would  be  less  open  to  objection,  principles,  is  attributed  to  Sherlock  by 

Sherlock  declined  for  a  time  to  take  the  Scott,  who  prints  the  title  as  if  Sherlock's 

oaths ;  Hut,  complying  afterwards,  and  name  were  in  it,  probably  following  the 

writing  in  vindication,  or  at  least  eicuse,  former  edition  of  the   Somers  Tracts, 

of  the  revolution,  incurred  the  hostility  But  I  do  not  find  it  ascribed  to  Sherlock 

of  the  Jacobites,  and  impaired  his  own  in  the  Biographia  Britannica,  or  in  the 

reputation  by  so  interested  a  want  of  list  of  his  writings   in  Watt's   Biblio- 

consistency;  for  he  had  been  the  most  theca.  — 1845.] 
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and  they  had  no  alternative  but  to  resign  their  benefices,  or 
wound  their  reputations  and  consciences  by  submission  upon 
some  casuistical  pretext.  *  Eight  bishops,  including  the  pru 
mate  and  several  of  those  who  had  been  foremost  in  the 
defence  of  the  churdi  during  the  late  reign,  with  about  four 
hundred  clergy,  some  of  them  highly  distinguished,  chose 
the  more  honourable  course  of  refusing  the  new  oaths ;  and 
thus  began  the  schism  of  the  non-jurors,  more  mischievous  in 
its  commencement  than  its  continuance,  and  not  so  dangerous 
to  the  government  of  William  III.  and  George  I.  as  the  false 
submission  of  less  sincere  men.t 

It  seems  undeniable  that  the  strength  of  this  Jacobite  fac- 
tion sprung  from    the  want  of  apparent  necessity  for  the 

*  1  W.  &  M.  c.  8.  make  an  exception  for  the  sake  of  a  few 
f  The  necessity  of  excluding  men  so  bishops,  even  if  difficulties  of  the  same 
eonscientious,  and  several  of  whom  had  kind  would  not  have  occurred  in  the  ex- 
Tcry  recently  sustained  so  conspicuously  ercise  of  their  jurisdiction,  which  hangs 
the  brunt  of  the  battle  against  king  upon,  and  has  a  perpetual  reference  to, 
James,  was  very  painful ;  and  motives  of  the  supremacy  of  the  crown, 
policy,  as  well  as  generosity,  were  not  The  king  was  empowered  to  reserve  a 
wanting  in  favour  of  some  indulgence  third  part  of  the  value  of  their  benefices 
towards  them.  On  the  other  hand,  it  was  to  any  twelve  of  the  recusant  clergy, 
dangerous  to  admit  such  a  reflection  on  1  W.  &  M.  c.  8.  s.  16.  But  this  could 
the  new  settlement,  as  would  be  cast  by  only  be  done  at  the  expense  of  their  suc- 
its  enemies,  if  the  clergy,  especially  the  cessors ;  and  the  behaviour  of  the  non- 
bishops  should  be  excused  from  the  oath  jurors,  who  strained  every  nerve  in  fa- 
of  allegiance.  The  house  of  lords  made  vour  of  the  dethroned  king,  did  not  re- 
an  amendment  in  the  act  requiring  this  commend  them  to  the  government.  The 
oath,  dispensing  with  it  in  the  case  of  deprived  bishops,  though  many  of  them, 
ecclesiastical  persons,  unless  they  should  through  their  late  behaviour,  were  de- 
be  called  upon  by  the  privy-council,  servedly  esteemed,  cannot  be  reckoned 
This,  it  was  thought,  would  furnish  a  among  the  eminent  characters  of  our 
security  for  their  peaceable  demeanour,  church  for  learning  or  capacity.  San- 
without  shocking  the  people  and  occa-  croft,  the  most  distinguished  of  them, 
sioning  a  dangerous  schism.  But  the  had  not  made  any  remarkable  figure  ; 
commons  resolutely  opposed  this  amend-  and  none  of  the  rest  had  any  pretensions 
ment,  as  an  imlair  distinction,  and  dero>  to  literary  credit  Those  who  filled  their 
gatory  to  the  king's  title.  Pari.  Hist,  places  were  incomparably  superior. 
SI 8.  Lords*  Journals,  17th  April,  1689.  Among  the  non-juring  clergy  a  certain 
The  clergy,  however,  had  six  months  number  were  considerable  men;  but, 
more  time  allowed  them,  in  order  to  upon  the  whole,  the  well-affected  part 
take  the  oath,  than  the  posse^ors  of  lay  of  the  church,  not  only  at  the  revolution, 
oflicea.  but  for  fifty  years  afterwards,  contained 
Upon  the  whole,  I  think  the  reasons  by  far  its  most  useful  and  able  members, 
ibr  deprivation  greatly  preponderated.  Yet  the  efiTect  of  this  expulsion  was 
Public  prayers  for  the  king  by  name  highly  unfavourable  to  the  new  govern- 
form  part  of  our  liturgy ;  and  it  was  ment ;  and  it  required  all  the  influence 
surely  impossible  to  dispense  with  the  of  a  latitudinarian  school  of  divinity,  led 
clergy's  reading  them,  which  was  as  ob-  by  Locke,  which  was  very  strong  among 
noxious  as  the  oath  of  allegiance.  Thus  the  laity  under  William,  to  counteract 
the  beneficed  priests  must  have  been  ex-  it. 
eluded;  and  it  was  hardly  required  to 

VOL,  II.  T 
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change  of  government.  Extreme  oppression  produces  an 
impetuous  tide  of  resistance,  which  bears  away  the  reasonings 
of  the  casuists.  But  the  encroachments  of  James  II.,  being 
rather  felt  in  prospect  than  much  actual  injury,  left  men  in  a 
calmer  temper,  and  disposed  to  weigh  somewhat  nicely  the 
nature  of  the  proposed  remedy.  The  revolution  was,  or  at 
least  seemed  to  be,  a  case  of  political  expediency ;  and  ex- 
pediency is  always  a  matter  of  uncertain  argument.  In  many 
respects  it  was  far  better  conducted,  more  peaceably,  more 
moderately,  with  less  passion  and  severity  towards  the  guilty, 
with  less  mixture  of  democratic  turbulence,  with  less  inno- 
vation on  the  regular  laws,  than  if  it  had  been  that  extreme 
case  of  necessity  which  some  are  apt  to  require.  But  it  was 
obtained  on  this  account  with  less  unanimity  and  heartfelt 
concurrence  of  the  entire  nation. 

The  demeanour  of  William,  always  cold  and  sometimes 

Ch.r«.ter     ^^^^'  ^^^  ^^^^^S^  ^"^"^  (*  ^^^  ^^  ^""'^  ^^  English 

''?if.^r?^'   eves)  and  foreifi^  favourites,  the  natural  and  almost 

ofWUliam.  ^     /  9  .  '  111.  11 

laudable  prejudice  agamst  one  who  had  risen  by  the 
misfortunes  of  a  very  near  relation,  conspired,  with  a  desire 
of  power  not  very  judiciously  displayed  by  him,  to  keep  alive 
this  disaffection  ;  and  the  opposite  party,  regardless  of  all  the 
decencies  of  political  lying,  took  care  to  aggravate  it  by  the 
vilest  calumnies  against  one,  who,  though  not  exempt  from 
errors,  must  be  accounted  the  greatest  man  of  his  own.  age. 
It  is  certain  that  his  government  was  in  very  considersJ)le 
danger  for  three  or  four  years  after  the  revolution,  and  even 
to  the  peace  of  Ryswick.  The  change  appeared  so  marvellous, 
and  contrary  to  the  bent  of  men's  expectation,  that  it  could 
not  be  permanent.  Hence  he  was  surrounded  by  the  timid 
and  the  treacherous  ;  by  those  who  meant  to  have  merits  to 
plead  after  a  restoration,  and  those  who  meant  at  least  to  be 
secure.  A  new  and  revolutionary  government  is  seldom 
fairly  dealt  with.  Mankind,  accustomed  to  forgive  almost 
every  thing  in  favour  of  legitimate  prescriptive  power,  exact 
an  ideal  faultlessness  from  that  which  claims  allegiance  on 
the  score  of  its  utility.  The  personal  failings  of  its  rulers, 
the  negligences  of  their  administration,  even  the  inevitable 
privations  and  difficulties  which  the  nature  of  human  affairs 
or  the  misconduct  of  their  predecessors  create,  are  imputed 
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to  them  with  invidious  minuteness.  Those  who  deem  their 
own  merit  unrewarded,  become  always  a  numerous  and  im- 
placable class  of  adversaries ;  those  whose  schemes  of  public 
improvement  have  not  been  followed,  think  nothing  gained 
by  the  change,  and  return  to  a  restless  censoriousness  in 
which  they  have  been  accustomed  to  place  delight.  With  all 
these  it  was  natural  that  William  should  have  to  contend ; 
but  we  cannot  in  justice  impute  all  the  unpopularity  of  his 
administration  to  the  disaffection  of  one  party,  or  the  fickle- 
ness and  ingratitude  of  another.  It  arose  in  no  slight  degree 
from  errors  of  his  own. 

The  king  had  been  raised  to  the  throne  by  the  vigour  and 
zeal  of  the  whigs ;  but  the  opposite  party  were  so  jeaiou^y  of 
nearly  upon  an  equality  in  bodi  houses  that  it  would  '***  *****•■ 
have  been  difficult  to  frame  his  government  on  an  exclusive 
basis.  It  would  also  have  been  highly  impolitic,  and,  with 
respect  to  some  few  persons,  ungrateful,  to  put  a  slight  upon 
those  who  had  an  undeniable  majority  in  the  most  powerful 
classes.  William  acted,  therefore,  on  a  wise  and  liberal 
principle,  in  bestowing  offices  of  trust  on  lord  Danby,  so 
meritorious  in  the  revolution,  and  on  lord  Nottingham,  whose 
probity  was  unimpeached ;  Mobile  he  gave  the  whigs,  as  was 
due,  a  decided  preponderance  in  his  council.  Many  of  them, 
however,  with  that  indiscriminating  acrimony  which  belongs 
to  all  factions,  could  not  endure  the  elevation  of  men  who 
had  complied  with  the  court  too  long,  and  seemed  by  their 
tardy  opposition*  to  be  rather  the  patriots  of  the  church  than 
of  civil  liberty.  They  remembered  that  Danby  had  been  im- 
peached as  a  corrupt  and  dangerous  minister ;  that  Halifax 
had  been  involved,  at  least  by  holding  a  confidential  office  at 
the  time,  in  the  last  and  worst  part  of  Charles's  reign.  They 
saw  Godolphin,  who  had  concurred  in  the  commitment  of  the 
bishops,  and  every  other  measure  of  the  late  king,  still  in  the 
treasury ;  and,  though  they  could  not  reproach  Nottingham 
with  any  misconduct,  were  shocked  that  his  conspicuous 
opposition  to  the  new  settlement  should  be  rewarded  with 
the  post  of  secretary  of  state.  The  mismanagement  of  affairs 
in  Ireland  during  1689>  which  was  very  glaring,  furnished 

•  Burnet;     Ralph,  174.  179. 
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specious  grounds  for  suspicion  that  the  king  was  betrayed.* 
It  is  probable  that  he  was  so,  though  not  at  that  time  by  die 
chiefs  of  his  ministry.  This  was  the  beginning  of  that  dis- 
satisfaction with  the  government  of  William,  on  the  part  of 
those  who  had  the  most  zeal  for  his  throne,  which  eventually 
became  far  more  harassing  than  the  conspiracies  of  his  real 
enemies.  Halifax  gave  way  to  the  prejudices  of  the  com- 
mons, and  retired  from  power.  These  prejudices  were  no 
doubt  unjust,  as  they  respected  a  man  so  sound  in  principle, 
though  not  uniform  in  conduct,  and  who  had  withstood  the 
arbitrary  maxims  of  Charles  and  James  in  that  cabinet,  of 
which  he  unfortunately  continued  too  long  a  member.  But 
his  fall  is  a  warning  to  English  statesmen,  that  they  will  be 
deemed  responsible  to  their  country  for  measures  which  they 
countenance  by  remaining  in  office,  though  they  may  resist 
them  in  council. 

The  same  honest  warmth  which  impelled  the  whigs  to 
Bin  of  murmur  at  the  employment  of  men  sullied  by  their 
indemnity.  compKancc  with  the  court,  made  them  unwilling  to 
concur  in  the  king's  desire  of  a  total  amnesty.  They  retained 
the  bill  of  indemnity  in  the  commons ;  and  excepting  some 
by  name,  and  many  more  by  general  clauses,  gave  their  ad- 
versaries a  pretext  for  alarming  all  those  whose  conduct  had 
not  been  irreproachable.  Clemency  is  indeed  for  the  most 
part  the  wisest,  as  well  as  the  most  generous  policy;  yet  it 
might  seem  dangerous  to  pass  over  widi  unlimited  forgive- 
ness that  servile  obedience  to  arbitrary  power,  especially  in 
the  judges,  which,  as  it  springs  from  a  base  motive,  is  best 
controlled  by  the  fear  of  punishment.  But  some  of  the  late 
king's  instruments  had  fled  with  him,  others  were  lost  and 
ruined;  it  was  better  to  follow  the  precedent  set  at  the 
restoration,  than  to  give  them  a  chance  of  regaining  public 

*  The  parliamentary  debates  are  full  The  star  of  the  bouse  of  Stuart  grew  pale 

of  complaints  as  to  the  mismanagement  for  ever  on  that  illustrious  day,  when 

of  all  things  in  Ireland.     These  might  James  displayed  again  the  pusillanimity 

be  thought  hasty  or  factious ;  but  marshal  which  had  cost  him  his  English  crown. 

Schomberg's   letters  to   the  king  yield  Yet  the  best  friends  of  William  dissuaded 

them  strong  confirmation.      Dalrymple,  him   from  going   into   Ireland,   so    im- 

Appendix,  26,  &c.    William's  resolution  minent  did  the  peril  appear  at  home, 

to  take  the  Irish  war  on  himself  saved  Dalrymple,    Id.   97.      *'  Things,**   says 

not  only  that  country  but  England.   Our  Burnet,  **  were  in  a  very  ill  disposition 

own  constitution  was  won  on  the  Boyne.  towards  a  &tal  turn.** 
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sympathy  by  a  prosecution  out  of  the  regular  course  of  law.* 
In  one  instance,  the  expulsion  of  sir  Robert  Sawyer  from  the 
house,  the  majority  displayed  a  just  resentment  against  one 
of  the  most  devoted  adherents  of  the  prerogative,  so  long^  as 
civil  liberty  alone  was  in  danger.  Sawyer  had  been  latterly 
very  conspicuous  in  defence  of  the  church ;  and  it  was  expe* 
dient  to  let  the  nation  see  that  the  days  of  Charles  II.  were 
not  entirely  forgotten,  t  Nothing  was  concluded  as  to  the 
indemnity  in  this  parliament ;  but  in  the  next,  William  took 
the  matter  into  his  own  hands  by  sending  down  an  act  of  grace. 
I  scarcely  venture,  at  this  distance  from  the  scene,  to  pro- 
nounce an  opinion  as  to  the  clause  introduced  by  the  bui  ror 
wnigs  mto  a  bill  tor  restoring  corporations,  which  corporauom. 


*  See  the  debates  on  this  subject  in  were  the  advisers  and  prosecutors  of  the 
the  Parliamentary  History,  which  is  a  murdierf  of  lord  Russell,  col.  Sidney,  Arm- 
transcript  from  Anchitel  Grey.  The  strong,  Cornish,  &c.,  and  who  were  the 
whigs,  or  at  least  some  hot-headed  men  advisers  of  issuing  out  writs  of  quo  war- 
among  them,  were  certainly  too  much  rantos  against  corporations,  and  who  were 
actuated  by  a  yindictive  spirit,  and  con-  their  regulators,  and  also  who  were  the 
sumed  too  much  time  on  this  necessary  bilL  public  assertors  of  the  dispensing  power." 

t  The  prominent  instance  of  Sawyer's  The  examinations  taken  before  this  corn- 
delinquency,  which  caused  his  expulsion,  mittee  are  printed  in  the  Lords*  Journals, 
was  his  refusal  of  a  writ  of  error  to  sir  20th  Dec.  1689 ;  and  there  certainly  does 
Thomas  Armstrong.  Pari.  Hist.  516.  It  not  appear  any  want  of  zeal  to  convict  the 
was  notorious  that  Armstrong  suffered  by  guilty.  But  neither  the  law  nor  the 
a  legal  murder ;  and  an  attorney-general  proo&  would  serve  them.  They  could 
in  such  a  case  could  not  be  reckoned  as  establish  nothing  against  Dudley  North, 
free  from  personal  responsibility  as  an  the  tory  sheriff*  of  168S,  except  that  he 
ordinary  advocate  who  maintains  a  cause  had  named  lord  Russell's  panel  himself; 
Ibr  his  fee.  The  first  resolution  had  been  which,  though  irregular  and  doubtless  ill- 
to  give  reparation  out  of  the  estates  of  designed,  had  unluckily  a  precedent  in 
tfaejudges  and  prosecutors  to  Armstrong's  the  conduct  of  the  famous  whig  sheriff*, 
fiiinily  ;  which  was,  perhaps  rightly,  Slingsby  Bethell ;  a  man  who,  like 
abandoned.  North,    though  on   the  opposite    side» 

The  house  of  lords,  who,   having  a  cared  more  for  his  party  than  for  decency 

power  to  examine  upon  oath,  are  sup-  and  justice.     Lord  Halifax  was  a  good 

posed  to  sift  the  truth  in  such  inquiries  deal  hurt  in  character  by  this  report;  and 

better  than  the  commons,  were  not  remiss  never  made  a  considerable  figure  after- 

in  endeavouring  to  bring  the  instruments  wards.     Burnet,  34.     His  mortification 

of  Stuart  tyranny  to  justice.   Besides  the  led  him  to  engage  in  an  intrigue  with 

committee  appointed  on  the  very  second  the  late  king,  which  was  discovered ;  yet, 

day  of  the  convention,  23d  Jan.  1689,  to  I  suspect  that,  with  his  usual  versatility, 

investigate  the  supposed  circumstances  of  he  again  abandoned  that  cause  before  his 

suspicion  as  to  the  death  of  lord  Essex,  death.     Ralph,  467.     The  act  of  grace 

(a  committee  renewed  afterwards,  and  (2  W.  &  M.  o.  10.)  contained  a  small 

formed  of  persons  by  no  means  likely  to  number  of  exceptions,  too  many  indeed 

have  abandoned  any  path  that  might  lead  for  its  name ;  but  probably  there  would 

to  the  detection  of  guilt  in  the  late  king,)  have  been  difiSculty  in  prevailing  on  the 

another  was  appointed  in  the  second  ses-  houses  to  pass  it  generally ;  and  no  one 

sionof  the  same  parliament  (Lords'  Jour-  was  ever  molested  afterwards  on  account 

nala,  2d  Nov.  1689)  **  to  consider  who  of  his  conduct  before  the  revolution. 
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excluded  for  the    space   of  seven  years  all  who  had  acted 
or   even    concurred   in   surrendering   charters   from  muni- 
cipal offices  of  trust.     This  was  no  doubt  intended  to  main- 
tain their  own  superiority  by  keeping  the  churdi  or   tory 
faction  out  of  corporations.     It  evidently  was  not  calculated 
to  assuage  the  prevailing  animosities.     But,  on  the  other 
hand,  the  cowardly  submissiveness  of  the  others  to  the  quo 
warrantos  seemed  at  least  to  deserve  this  censure ;  and  the 
measure  could  by  no  means  be  put  on  a  level  in  point  of  rigour 
with  the  corporation  act  of  Charles  II.     As  the  dissenters, 
unquestioned  friends  of  the  revolution,  had  been  universally 
excluded  by  that  statute,  and  the  tories  had  lately  been  strong 
enough  to  prevent  their  re-admission,  it  was  not  unfair  for 
the  opposite  party,  or  rather  for  the  government,  to  provide 
some  security  against  men,  who,  in  spite  of  their  oaths  of 
allegiance,  were  not  likely  to  have  thoroughly  abjured  their 
former   principles.     Tliis  clause,  which  modem  historians 
generally  condemn  as  oppressive,  had  the  strong  support  of 
Mr.  Somers,  then  solicitor-general.     It  was,  however,  lost 
through  the  court's  conjunction  with  the  tories  in  the  lower 
house,  and  the  bill  itself  fell  to  the  ground  in  the  upper ;  so 
that  those  who  had  come  into  corporations  by  very  ill  means 
retained  their  power,  to  the  great  disadvantage  of  the  revolu- 
tion party;  as  the  next  elections  made  appear.* 

But  if  the  whigs  behaved  in  these  instances  with  too  much 
of  that  passion,  which,  though  offensive  and  mischievous  in 
its  excess,  is  yet  almost  inseparable  from  patriotism  and  in- 
corrupt sentiments  in  so  numerous  an  assembly  as  the  house 
of  commons,  they  amply  redeemed  their  glory  by  what  cost 
them  the  new  king's  favour,  their  wise  and  admirable  settle- 
ment of  the  revenue. 

The  first  parliament  of  Charles  II.  had  fixed  on  1,200,000/. 

as  the  ordinary  revenue  of  the  crown,  sufficient  in 

of  the       times  of  no  peculiar  exiffencv  for  the  support  of  its 

dignity  and  for  the  public  defence.     For  this  they 

provided  various  resources ;  the  hereditary  excise  on  liquors 

*  Pari.  Hist.  508.  et  post    Journals,  belieTe,  almost  entirely  to  his  memory. 

2d  and  10th  Jan.  1689,  1690.     Burnet's  Ralph  and  SomerTiUe  are  scaree  ever 

account  is  confused  and  inaccurate,  as  is  candid  towards  the  whigs  in  this  raga. 
very  commonly  the  case :  he  trusted,  I 
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granted  in  lieu  of  the  king's  feudal  rights,  other  excise  and 
custom  duties  granted.for  his  life,  the  post-office,  the  crown 
lands,  the  tax  called  hearth-money,  or  two  shillings  for  every 
house,  and  some  of  smaller  consequence.  These  in  the  be- 
ginning of  that  reign  fell  short  of  the  estimate ;  but  before 
its  termination,  by  the  improvement  of  trade  and  stricter  ma- 
nagement of  the  customs,  they  certainly  exceeded  that  sum.* 
For  the  revenue  of  James  from  these  sources,  on  an  average 
of  the  four  years  of  his  reign,  amounted  to  1,500,964/. ; 
to  which  something  more  than  400,000/.  is  to  be  added  for 
the  produce  of  duties  imposed  for  eight  years  by  his  parlia- 
ment of  l685.t 

William  appears  to  have  entertained  no  doubt  that  this 
great  revenue,  as  well  as  all  the  power  and  prerogative  of 
the  crown,  became  vested  in  himself  as  king  of  England,  or 
at  least  ought  to  be  instantly  settled  by  parliament  according 
to  the  usual  method,  t  There  could  indeed  be  no  pretence 
for  disputing  his  right  to  the  hereditary  excise,  though  this 
seems  to  have  been  questioned  in  debate :  but  the  commons 
soon  displayed  a  considerable  reluctance  to  grant  the  tempo- 
rary revenue  for  the  king's  life.  This  had  been  done  for 
several  centuries  in  the  first  parliament  of  every  reign.  But 
the  accounts,  for  which  they  called  on  this  occasion,  exhibited 
so  considerable  an  increase  of  the  receipts  on  one  hand,  so 
alarming  a  disposition  of  the  expenditure  on  the  other,  that 
they  deemed  it  expedient  to  restrain  a  liberality,  which  was 
not  only  likely  to  go  beyond  their  intention,  but  to  place 
them,  at  least  in  future  times,  too  much  within  the  power  of 
the  crown.§     Its  average  expenses  appeared  to  have  been 


*  [Ralph  puts  the  annual  rerenue  about  former ;  a  technical  subtlety,  against  the 

1675  at  1,358,0001.;  but  With  an   an-  spirit  of  the  grant.    Somen  seems  not  to 

ticipatioD,  that  is,  debt  upon  it  to  the  have  come  into  this ;  but  it  is  hard  to 

amount  of  866,954/.      The   expense  of  collect  the  sense  of  speeches  from  Grey's 

the  army,  navy,  ordnance,  and  the  for-  memoranda.    Pari.  Hist.  1S9.     It  is  not 

tress  of  Tangier,  was  under   700,0002.  to  be  understood  that  the  tones  universally 

The  rest  went  to  the  civil  list,  &c.  Hist,  were  in  favour  of  a  grant  for  life,  and  the 

of  England,  i.  290. — 1845.]  whigs  against  it    But  as  the  latter  were 

t  Pari.  Hist  1 50.  the  minority,  it  was  in  their  power,  speak- 

\  Burnet,  13.   Ralph,  138.  194.  Some  ing  of  them  as  a  party,  to  have  carried 

of  the  lawyers  endeavoured  to  persuade  the  measure. 

the  house  that  the  revenue,  having  been  §  [Davenant,  whom  I  quote  at  pre- 

granted  to  Jsmes  for  his  life,  devolved  to  sent  from  Harris's  Life  of  Charles  II., 

'William  during  the  natural  life  of  the  p.  378.,  computes  the  hereditary  excise 

T  4 
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1,700,000/.  Of  this  610,000/-  was  the  charge  of  the  late 
king's  army,  and  83,493/.  of  the  ordnance.  Nearly  90,000/. 
was  set  under  the  suspicious  head  of  secret  service,  imprested 
to  Mr.  Guy,  secretary  of  the  treasury.*  Thus,  it  was  evident 
that,  far  from  sinking  below  the  proper  level,  as  had  been 
the  general  complaint  of  the  court  in  the  Stuart  reigns,  the 
revenue  was  greatly  and  dangerously  above  it ;  and  its  ex- 
cess might  either  be  consumed  in  unnecessary  luxury,  or 
diverted  to  the  worse  purposes  of  despotism  and  corruption. 
They  had  indeed  just  declared  a  standing  army  to  be  illegal. 
But  there  could  be  no  such  security  for  the  observance  of 
this  declaration  as  the  want  of  means  in  the  crown  to  main- 
tain one.  Their  experience  of  the  interminable  contention 
about  supply,  which  had  been  fought  with  various  success 
between  the  kings  of  England  and  their  parliaments  for  some 
hundred  years,  dictated  a  course  to  which  they  wisely  and 
steadily  adhered,  and  to  which,  perhaps  above  all  other 
changes  at  this  revolution,  the  augmented  authority  of  the 
house  of  commons  must  be  ascribed. 

They  began  by  voting  that  1,200,000/.  should  be  the  an- 
nual revenue  of  the  crown  in  time  of  peace;  and 
^foTof^'  that  one  half  of  this  should  be  appropriated  to  the 
supp  et.  maintenance  of  the  king's  government  and  royal  fa- 
mily, or  what  is  now  called  the  civil  list,  the  other  to  the 
public  defence  and  contingent  expenditure.!  The  breaking 
out  of  an  eight  years'  war  rendered  it  impossible  to  carry  into 
eJSTect  these  resolutions  as  to  the  peace  establishment :  but  they 
did  not  lose  sight  of  their  principle,  that  the  king^s  regular 
and  domestic  expenses  should  be  determined  by  a  fixed  annual 
sum,  distinct  from  the  other  departments  of  public  service. 
They  speedily  improved  upon  their  original  scheme  of  a  de- 
finite revenue,  by  taking  a  more  close  and  constant  superin- 
tendence of  these  departments,  the  navy,  army,  and  ordnance. 
Estimates  of  the  probable  expenditure  were  regularly  laid  be- 
fore them,  and  the  supply  granted  was  strictly  appropriated 
to  each  particular  service. 

on  beer  alone  to  have  amounted,  in  1689)     up  the  reliefs  and  wardshitM  of  militirjr 

to  694,496/.     So  extraordinarily  good  a     tenure.] 

bargain  had  the  crown  made  for  giving         *  Pari.  Hist  187.  f  Id.  193. 
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This  great  and  fundamental  principle,  as  it  has  long  been  f 
justly  considered,    that   the  money  voted  by  parliament  is  \ 
appropriated,  and  can  only  be  applied,  to  certain  specified  | 
heads  of  expenditure,  was  introduced,  as  I  have  before  men- 
tioned, in  the  reign  of  Charles  II.,  and  generally,  though  not 
in  every  instance,  adopted  by  his  parliament.    The  unworthy 
house  of  commons  that  sat  in  1685,  not   content  with  a 
needless  augmentation  of  the  revenue,  took  credit  with  the 
king  for  not  having  appropriated  their  supplies.*     But  from 
the  revolution  it  has  been  the  invariable  usage.     The  lords 
of  the  treasury,  by  a  clause  annually  repeated  in  the  appro- 
priation act  of  every  session,   are  forbidden,  binder  severe 
penalties,  to  order  by  their  virarrant  any  monies  in  the  exche* 
quer,  so  appropriated,  from  being  issued  for  any  other  service, 
and  the  officers  of  the  exchequer  to  obey  any  such  warrant. 
This  has  given  the  house  of  commons  so  effectual  a  control 
over  the  executive  power,    or,    more   truly  speaking,   has 
rendered  it  so  much  a  participator  in  that  power,  that  no 
administration  can  possibly  sul^ist  without  its  concurrence;  p 

nor  can  the  session  of  parliament  be  intermitted  for  an  en-jV  ^'^* 
tire  year,  without  leaving  both  the  naval  and  military  force  ^^^*3 
of  the  kingdom  unprovided  for.  In  time  of  war,  or  in  cir- 
cumstances that  may  induce  war,  it  has  not  been  very  un- 
common to  deviate  a  little  from  the  rule  of  appropriation,  by 
a  g^ant  of  considerable  sums  on  a  vote  of  credit,  which  the 
crown  is  thus  enabled  to  apply  at  its  discretion  during  the 
recess  of  parliament;  and  we  have  had  also  too  frequent 
experience,  that  the  charges  of  public  service  have  not  been 
brought  within  the  limits  of  the  last  year's  appropriation. 
But  the  general  principle  has  not  perhaps  been  often  trans- 
gressed without  sufficient  reason  ;  and  a  house  of  commons 
would  be  deeply  responsible  to  the  country,  if  through  supine 
confidence  it  should  abandon  that  high  privilege  which  has 
made  it  the  arbiter  of  court  factions,  and  the  regulator  of 
foreign  connexions.  It  is  to  this  transference  of  the  execu- 
tive government  (for  the  phrase  is  hardly  too  strong)  from 
the  crown  to  the  two  houses  of  parliament,  and  especially 
the  commons,  that  we  owe  the  proud  attitude  which  England 

•  Pari.  Hist.  W.  IS59. 
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has  maintained  since  the  revolution,  so  extraordinarily  dis- 
similar, in  the  eyes  of  Europe,  to  her  condition  under  the 
Stuarts.     The  supplies  meted  out  with  niggardly  caution  by 
former  parliaments  to  sovereigns  whom  they  could  not  trust, 
have  flowed  with  redundant  profuseness,  when  they  could 
judge  of  their  necessity  and  direct  their  application.    Doubt- 
less the  demand  has  always  been  fixed  by  the  ministers  of  the 
crown,  and  its  influence  has  retrieved  in  some  degree  the  loss 
of  authority;  but  it  is  still  true  that  no  small  portion  of  the 
executive  power,  according  to  the  established  laws  and  cus- 
toms of  our  government,  has  passed  into  the  hands  of  that 
body,  which  prescribes  the  application  of  the  revenue,  as 
well  as  investigates  at  its  pleasure  every  act  of  the  admi- 
nistration.* 

The  convention  parliament  continued  the  revenue,  as  it 

already  stood,  untill  December,  l690.t   Their  suc- 
tion'^r'th^'  cessors  complied  so  far  with  the  king's  expectation 

as  to  grant  the  excise  duties,  besides  those  that  were 
hereditary,  for  the  lives  of  William  and  Mary,  and  that  of 
the  survivor,  t  The  customs  they  only  continued  for  four 
years.  They  provided  extraordinary  supplies  for  the  conduct 
of  the  war  on  a  scale  of  armament,  and  consequently  of  ex- 
penditure, unparalleled  in  the  annals  of  England.  But  the 
hesitation,  and,  as  the  king  imagined,  the  distrust  they  had 
shown  in  settling  the  ordinary  revenue,  sunk  deep  into  his 
mind,  and  chiefly  alienated  him  from  the  whigs,  who  were 
stronger  and  more  conspicuous  than  their  adversaries  in 
the  two  sessions  of  1689.  If  we  believe  Burnet,  he  felt 
so  indignantly  what   appeared   a   systematic  endeavour  to 


*  HatseH's    Precedents,    iii.    80.    et  it  was  provided  that,  if  both  should  die, 

alibi.    Hargrave's  Juridical  Arguments,  the  successor  should  only  enjoy  this  re- 

i.  394.  venue  of  excise  till  December,  1693.    Ii^ 

f  1  W.  &  M.  sess.  2.  c.  2.     This  was  the  debate  on  this  subject  in  the  new 

intended  as  a  provisional  act  **  for  the  parliament,  the  tories,  except  Seymour, 

preventing  all   disputes  and   questions  were  for  settling  the  revenue  during  the 

concerning  the  collecting,   levying*  and  king's  life;  but  many   whigs  spoke  on 

assuring  the  public  revenue    due  and  the  other  side.     Pari.  Hist.  552.     The 

payable  in  the  reigns  of  the  late  kings  latter  justly  urged  that  the  amount  of  the 

Charles  II.  and  James  II.,  whilst  the  revenue  ought  to  be  well  known  before 

better   settling  the   same  is   under  the  they  proceed  to  settle  it  for  an  indefinite 

consideration  of  the  present  parliament"  time.   The  tories,  at  that  time,  had  great 

f   2  W.  &  M.  c.  3.     As  a  mark  of  re-  hopes  of  the  king*8  favour,  and  took  this 

spect,  no  doubt,  to  the  king  and  queen,  method  of  securing  it. 
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reduce  his  power  below  the  ancient  standard  of  the  mo- 
narchy, that  he  was  inclined  to  abandon  the  government, 
and  leave  the  nation  to  itself.  He  knew  well,  as  he  told 
the  bishop,  what  was  to  be  alleged  for  the  two  forms  of 
government,  a  monarchy  and  a  coimnonwealth,  and  would 
not  determine  which  was  preferable;  but  of  all  forms  he 
thought  the  worst  was  that  of  a  monarchy  without  the 
necessary  powers.* 

The  desire  of  rule  in  William  III.  was  as  magnanimous 
and  public-spirited  as  ambition  can  ever  be  in  a  human  bosom. 
It  was  the  consciousness  not  only  of  having  devoted  himself 
to  a  great  cause,  the  security  of  Europe,  and  especially  of 
Great  Britain  and  Holland,  against  unceasing  aggression, 
but  of  resources  in  his  own  firmness  and  sagacity  which  no 
other  person  possessed.  A  commanding  force,  a  copious  re- 
venue, a  supreme  authority  in  councils,  were  not  sought,  as 
by  the  crowd  of  kings,  for  the  enjoyment  of  selfish  vanity 
and  covetousness,  but  as  the  only  sure  instruments  of  success 
in  his  high  calling,  in  the  race  of  heroic  enterprise  which 
Providence  had  appointed  for  the  elect  champion  of  civil  and 
religious  liberty.  We  can  hardly  wonder  that  he  should  not 
quite  render  justice  to  the  motives  of  those  who  seemed  to 
impede  his  strenuous  energies ;  that  he  should  resent  as  in- 
gratitude those  precautions  against  abuse  of  power  by  him, 
the  recent  deliverer  of  the  nation,  which  it  had  never  called 
for  against  those  who  had  sought  to  enslave  it. 

But  reasonable  as  this  apology  may  be,  it  was  still  an  un- 
happy error  of  William,  that  he  did  not  sufficiently  weigh  the 
circumstances  which  had  elevated  him  to  the  English  throne, 
and  the  alteration  they  had  inevitably  made  in  the  relations 
between  the  crown  and  the  parliament.  Chosen  upon  the 
popular  principle  of  general  freedom  and  public  good,  on  the 
rjuins  of  an  ancient  hereditary  throne,  he  could  expect  to 
reign  on  no  other  terms  than  as  the  chief  of  a  commonwealth, 
with  no  other  authority  than  the  sense  of  the  nation  and  of 
parliament  deemed  congenial  to  the  new  constitution.  The 
debt  of  gratitude  to  him  was  indeed  immense,  and  not  suffi« 
dently  remembered ;  but  it  was  due  for  having  enabled  the 

*  Buraet,  35. 
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nation  to  regenerate  itself,  and  to  place  barriers  against  future 
assaults,  to  provide  securities  against  future  mis-government. 
No  one  could  seriously  assert  that  James  II.  was  the  only 
sovereign  of  whom  there  had  been  cause  to  complain.  In 
almost  every  reign,  on  the  contrary,  which  our  history  records, 
the  innate  love  of  arbitrary  power  had  produced  more  or  less 
of  oppression.  The  revolution  was  chiefly  beneficial,  as  it 
gave  a  stronger  impulse  to  the  desire  of'political  liberty,  and 
rendered  it  more  extensively  attainable.  It  was  certainly  not 
for  the  sake  of  replacing  James  by  William  with  equal 
powers  of  doing  injury,  that  the  purest  and  wisest  patriots 
engaged  in  that  cause ;  but  as  the  sole  means  of  making  a 
royal  government  permanently  compatible  with  freedom  and 
justice.  The  bill  of  rights  had  pretended  to  do  nothing  more 
than  stigmatise  some  recent  proceedings :  were  the  repre- 
sentatives of  the  nation  to  stop  short  of  other  measures, 
because  they  seemed  novel,  and  restrictive  of  the  crown's  au- 
thority, when  for  the  want  of  them  the  crown's  authority  had 
nearly  freed  itself  from  all  restriction  ?  Such  was  their  true 
motive  for  limiting  the  revenue,  and  such  the  ample  justifi- 
cation of  those  important  statutes  enacted  in  the  course  of 
this  reig^,  which  the  king,  unfortunately  for  his  reputation 
and  peace  of  mind,  too  jealously  resisted. 

It  is  by  no  means  unusual  to  find  mention  of  a  common- 
wealth or  republican  party,  as  if  it  existed  in  some 
can^rtyin  forcc  at  thc  time  of  the  revolution,  and  throu^rhout 
the  reign  of  William  III. ;  nay  some  writers,  such  as 
Hume,  Dalrymple,  and  Somerville,  have,  by  putting  them  in 
a  sort  of  balance  against  the  Jacobites,  as  the  extremes  of  the 
whig  and  tory  factions,  endeavoured  to  persuade  us  that  the 
one  was  as  substantial  and  united  a  body  as  the  other.  It 
may,  however,  be  confidently  asserted,  that  no  republican 
party  had  any  existence ;  if  by  that  word  we  are  to  under- 
stand a  set  of  men  whose  object  was  the  abolition  of  our 
limited  monarchy.  There  might  unquestionably  be  persons, 
especially  among  the  independent  sect,  who  cherished  the 
memory  of  what  they  called  the  good  old  cause,  and  thought 
civil  liberty  irreconcilable  with  any  form  of  regular  govern- 
ment. But  these  were  too  inconsiderable,  and  too  far  re- 
moved from  political  influence,  to  deserve  the  appellation  of 
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a  party.  I  believe  it  would  be  difficult  to  name  five  indivi-> 
duals,  to  whom  even  a  speculative  preference  of  a  common- 
wealth may  with  probability  be  ascribed.  Were  it  otherwise, 
the  numerous  pamphlets  of  this  period  would  bear  witness  to 
their  activity.  Yet,  with  the  exception  perhaps  of  one  or 
two,  and  those  rather  equivocal,  we  should  search,  I  suspect, 
the  collections  of  that  time  in  vain  for  any  manifestations  of 
a  republican  spirit*  K  indeed  an  ardent  zeal  to  see  the  pre- 
rogative efiectually  restrained,  to  vindicate  that  high  autho- 
rity of  the  house  of  commons  over  the  executive  administration 
which  it  has  in  fact  claimed  and  exercised,  to  purify  the 
house  itself  from  corrupt  influence,  if  a  tendency  to  dwell 
upon  the  popular  origin  of  civil  society,  and  the  principles 
which  Locke,  above  other  writers,  had  brought  again  into 
fashion,  be  called  republican  (as  in  a  primary  but  less  usual 
sense  of  the  word  they  may),  no  one  can  deny  that  this  spirit 
eminently  characterised  the  age  of  William  III.  And  schemes 
of  reformation  emanating  from  this  source  were  sometimes 
offered  to  the  world,  trenching  more  perhaps  on  the  esta- 
blished constitution  than  either  necessity  demanded  or  pru- 
dence warranted.  But  these  were  anonymous  and  of  little 
influence ;  nor  did  they  ever  extend  to  the  absolute  subversion 
of  the  throne.* 

WiUiam,  however,  was  very  early  led  to  imagine,  whether 
through  the  insinuations  of  lord  Nottingham,  as  wiiH«m  cm. 
Bumet  pretends,  or  the  natural  prejudice  of  kings  RiiSt". 
against  those  who  do  not  comply  with  them,  that 
there  not  only  existed  a  republican  party,  but  that  it  numbered 


•  See  the  Somen  Tracts,  but  still  Somen  Tracts,  x.  148.,  entitled,  "  Good 
more  the  collection  of  State  Tracts  in  the  Advice  before  it  be  too  late,  being  a  Bre- 
time  of  William  111.,  in  three  yolumes  viate  for  the  Convention.'*  The  tone  is 
folio.  These  are  almost  entirely  on  the  apparently  republican ;  yet  we  find  the 
whig  side;  and  many  of  them,  as  I  have  advice  to  be  no  more  than  imposing  great 
intimated  in  the  text,  lean  so  &r  towards  restrictions  on  the  king  during  his  life, 
republicanism  as  to  assert  the  original  but  not  to  prejudice  a  protestant  sue- 
sovereignty  of  the  people  in  very  strong  cessor ;  in  other  words,  the  limitation 
terms,  and  to  propose  various  changes  in  scheme,  proposed  by  Halifax  in  1679. 
the  constitution,  such  as  a  greater  equa*  It  may  here  be  observed,  that  the  po- 
lity in  the  representation.  But  I  have  litical  tracts  of  this  reign,  on  both  sides, 
not  observed  any  one  which  recommends,  display  a  great  deal  of  close  and  vigor- 
even  covertly,  the  abolition  of  hereditary  ous  rea8oning,*and  may  well  bear  corn- 
monarchy.  [It  may  even  be  suspected,  parison  with  those  of  much  later  periods, 
that  some  of  these  were  really  intended  — 1845.] 
for  the  benefit  of  James.     See  one  in 
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many  supporters  among  the  principal  whigs.  He  dissolved 
the  convention-parliament,  and  gave  his  confidence  for  some 
time  to  the  opposite  faction.*  But,  among  these,  a  real  dis- 
affection to  his  government  prevailed  so  widely  that  he  could 
with  difficulty  select  men  sincerely  attached  to  it.  The  ma- 
jority professed  only  to  pay  allegiance  as  to  a  sovereign  de 
facto,  and  violently  opposed  the  bill  of  recognition  in  I69O, 
both  on  account  of  the  words  "rightful  and  lawful  king"  which 
it  applied  to  William,  and  of  its  declaring  the  laws  passed  in 
the  last  parliament  to  have  been  good  and  valid.!  They  had 
influence  enough  with  the  king  to  defeat  a  bill  proposed  by 
the  whigs,  by  which  an  oath  of  abjuration  of  James's  right 

*  The  sudden  dissolution  of  this  par-  who  were  outnumbered  on  a  particular 
liament  cost  him  the  hearts  of  those  who  divisioni  and  another  by  the  tories  on  the 
had  made  him   king.      Besides  several  passing  of  the  bill.    They  are  both  vebe- 
temporary  writings,  especially  the  Im-  mently  expressed,  and  are  among  the  not 
partial  Inquiry  of  the  earl  of  Warrington,  very  numerous  instances  wherein  the  ori- 
au  honest  and  intrepid  whig  ( llalph,  iL  ginal  Vhig  and  tory  principles  have  been 
188.),  we  have  a  letter  from^Mr.  Wharton  opposed  to  each  other.    The  tory  protest 
(afterwards  marquis  of  Wharton)  to  the  was  expunged  by  order  of  Uie  house.   It 
king,  in  Dalrymple,  Appendix,  p.  80.,  on  is  signed  by  eleven  peers  and  six  bishops, 
the  change  in  his  councils  at  this  time,  among    whom    were    Stillingfleet    and 
written  in  a  strain  of  bold  and  bitter  ex-  Lloyd.     The  whig  protest  has  but  ten 
postulation,  especially  on  the  score  of  his  signatures.    The  convention  had  already 
employing  those  who  had  been  the  ser-  passed  an  act  for  preventing  doubts  con- 
vantsofthe  late  family,  alluding  probably  ceming  their  own  authority,  1  W.  &.  M. 
to  Godolphin,  who  was  indeed  open  to  stat.  1.  c.  1.,  which  could  of  course  have 
much  exception.     **  I  wish,**  says  lord  no  more  validity  than  they  were  able  to 
ShreTvsbury,   in  the   same   year,   **  you  give  it.     This  bill  had  been  much  op- 
could  have  established  your  party  upon  posed  by  the  tories.  Pari.  Hist.  ▼.  1 22. 
the  moderate  and  honest-principled  men         In  order  to  make  this  clearer,  it  sliould 
of  both  factions ;  but,  as  there  be  a  ne-  be  observed  that  the  convention  which 
cessity  of  declaring,  I  shall  make  no  di^  restored    Charles  II.,  not   having   been 
ficulty  to  own  my  sense  that  your  ma-  summoned  by  his  writ,  was  not  reckoned 
jesty  and  the  government  are  much  more  by  some  royalist  lawyers  capable  of  pass- 
safe  depending  upon  the  whigs,  whose  ing  valid  acts ;  and  consequently  all  the 
designs,  if  any  against,  are  improbable  and  statutes  enacted  by  it  were  confirmed  by 
remoter,  than  with  the  tories,  who  many  the  authority  of  the  next.  Clarendon  Uj-s 
of  them,  questionless,  would  bring  in  king  it  down  as  undeniable  that  such  con  fir- 
James  ;  and  the  very  best  of  them,  I  mation  was  necessary.  Nevertheless,  this 
doubt,  have  a  regency  still  in  their  heads ;  objection  having  been  made  in  the  court 
for,  though  I  agree  them  to  be  the  pro-  of  king's  bench  to  one  of  their  acts,  the 
perest  instruments  to  carry  the  preroga-  judges  would  not  admit  it  to  be  disputed; 
tive  high,  yet  I  fear  they  have  so  unrea-  and   said,  that  the  act  being  made  by 
sonable  a  veneration  for  monarchy,   as  king,  lords,  and  commons,  they  ought 
not  altogether  to  approve  the  foundation  not  now  to  pry  into  any  defects  of  the 
yours  is  built  upon."    Shrewsbury  Cor-  circumstances  of  calling  them  togetlier, 
respond.  15.  neither  would  they  suffer  a  point  to  be 

-f  Pari.  Hist.  575.    Ralph,  194.  Bur-  stirred,  wherein  the  estates  of  so  many 

net,  41.     Two  remarkable  protests  were  were  concerned.    Heath  v.  Pryn,  1  Ven- 

entered  on  the  journals  of  the  lords  on  tris,  15. 
occasion  of  this  bill :  one  by  the  whigs. 
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was  to  be  taken  by  all  persons  in  trust.*      It  is  by  no  means 
certain  that  even  those  who  abstained  from  all  connexion 
with  James  after  his  loss  of  the  throne,  would  have  made  a 
strenuous  resistance  in  case  of  his  landing  to  recover  it.t 
But  we  know  that  a  large  proportion  of  the  tories  intrigue. 
were  engaged   in   a   confederacy  to  support  him.  unking. 
Almost  every  peer,   in  fact,  of  any  consideration, 
among  that  party,  with  the  exception  of  lord  Nottingham,  is 
implicated  by  the  secret  documents  which  Macpherson  and 
Dsdrymple   have   brought   to   light ;    especially  Godolphin, 
Carmarthen  (Danby),  and  Marlborough,  the  second  at  that 
time  prime  minister  of  William  (as  he  might  justly  be  called), 
the  last  with  circumstances  of  extraordinary  and  abandoned 
treachery  towards   his  country  as  well  as  his  allegiance,  t 


*  Great  indulgence  was  shown  to  the 
assertors  of  indefeasible  right.  The  lords 
resolved,  that  there  should  be  no  penalty 
in  the  bill  to  disable  any  person  from 
sitting  and  voting  in  either  house  of  par- 
liament. Journals,  May  5.  1690.  The 
IhII  was  rejected  in  the  commons  by  192 
to  1 78.  Journals,  April  26.  Pari.  Hist 
594.     Burnet,  41.  ibid. 

f  Some  English  subjects  took  Jame8*s 
commission,  and  fitted  out  privateers, 
which  attacked  our  ships.  They  were 
taken,  and  it  was  resolved  to  try  them  as 
pirates ;  when  Dr.  Oldys,  the  king's  ad- 
▼ocate,  had  the  assurance  to  object  that 
this  could  not  be  done,  as  if  James  had 
still  the  prerogatives  of  a  sovereign  prince 
by  the  law  of  nations.  He  was  of  course 
turned  out,  and  the  men  hanged;  but 
this  is  one  instance  among  many  of  the 
difficulty  under  which  the  government 
laboured  through  the  unfortunate  dis- 
tinction of  facto  and  jure.  Ralph,  423. 
The  boards  of  customs  and  excise  were 
filled  by  Godolphin  with  Jacobites. 
Shrewsb.  Corresp.  51. 

\  The  name  of  Carmarthen  is  perpe- 
tually mentioned  among  those  whom  the 
late  king  reckoned  his  friends.  Mac- 
pherson*s  Papers,  i.  457,  &c.  Yet  this 
conduct  was  so  evidently  against  his  in- 
terest that  we  may  perhaps  believe  him 
insincere.  William  was  certainly  well 
aware  that  an  extensive  conspiracy  had 
been  formed  against  his  throne.  It  was 
of  great  importance  to  learn  the  persons 
involved  in  it  and  their  schemes.  May 
we  not  presume  that  lord  Carmarthen's 


return  to  his  ancient  allegiance  was 
feigned,  in  order  to  get  an  insight  into 
the  secrets  of  that  party  ?  l^his  has  al- 
ready been  conjectured  by  Somerville 
(p.  395. )  of  lord  Sunderland  (who  is  also 
implicated  by  Macpherson*s  publication), 
and  doubtless  with  higher  probability  ; 
for  Sunderland,  always  a  favourite  of 
William,  could  not  without  inssnity  have 
plotted  the  restoration  of  a  prince  he  was 
supposed  to  have  betrayed.  It  is  evident 
that  William  was  perfectly  master  of  the 
cabals  of  St.  Germain's.  That  little  court 
knew  it  was  betrayed  ;  and  the  suspicion 
fell  on  lord  Godolphin.  Dalrymple,  189. 
But  I  think  Sunderland  and  Carmarthen 
more  likely. 

I  should  be  inclined  to  suspect  that  by 
some  of  this  double  treachery  the  secret 
of  princess  Anne's  repentant  letter  to  her 
filth er  reached  William's  ears.  She  had 
come  readily,  or  at  least  without  oppo- 
sition, into  that  part  of  the  settlement 
which  postponed  her  succession,  after  the 
death  of  Mary,  for  the  remainder  of  the 
king's  life.  It  would  indeed  have  been 
absurd  to  expect  that  William  was  to  de- 
scend firom  his  throne  in  her  favour ;  and 
her  opposition  could  not  have  been  of 
much  avail.  But,  when  the  civil  list  and 
revenue  came  to  be  settled,  the  tories 
made  a  violent  eflTort  to  secure  an  in- 
come of  70,000/L  a  year  to  her  and  her 
husband.  Pari.  Hist.  492.  As  this  on 
one  hand  seemed  beyond  all  fair  propor- 
tion to  the  income  of  the  crown,  so  the 
whigs  were  hardly  less  unreasonable  in 
contending  that  she  should  depend  alto- 
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Two  of  the  most  distinguished  whigs  (and  if  the  imputation 


gether  on  the  king*s  generosity  ;  especi- 
ally as  by  letters  patent  in  the  late  reign, 
which  they  aflfected  to  call  in  question, 
she  had  a  revenue  of  about  30,0002.  In 
the  end,  the  house  resolved  to  address  the 
king,  that  he  would  make  the  princess's 
income  50,0002.  in  the  whole.  This, 
however,  left  an  irreconcilable  enmity, 
which  the  artifices  of  Marlborough  and 
his  wife  were  employed  to  aggravate. 
They  were  accustomed,  in  the  younger 
sister's  little  court,  to  speak  of  the  queen 
with  severity,  and  of  the  king  with  rude 
and  odious  epithets.  Marlborough  how- 
ever  went  much  drther.  He  brought 
that  narrow  and  foolish  woman  into  his 
own  dark  intrigues  with  St.  Germain's. 
She  wrote  to  her  father,  whom  she  had 
grossly,  and  almost  openly,  charged  with 
imposing  a  spurious  child  as  prince  of 
Wales,  supplicating  his  forgiveness,  and 
professing  repentance  for  the  part  she 
had  taken.  Life  of  James,  476.  Mac- 
pherson's  Papers,  i.  24 1 . 

If  this  letter,  as  cannot  seem  impro- 
bable, became  known  to  William,  we 
shall  have  a  more  satisfactory  explanation 
of  the  queen's  invincible  resentment  to- 
ward her  sister  than  can  be  found  in  any 
other  part  of  their  history.  Mary  refused 
to  see  the  princess  on  her  death-bed; 
which  shows  more  bitterness  than  suited 
her  mild  and  religious  temper,  if  we  look 
only  to  their  public  squabbles  about  the 
Churchills  as  its  motive.  Burnet,  90. 
Conduct  of  Duchess  of  Marlborough,  41 . 
But  the  queen  must  have  deeply  felt  the 
unhappy,  though  necessary,  state  of  en- 
mity in  which  she  was  placed  towards 
her  father.  She  had  borne  a  part  in  a 
great  and  glorious  enterprise,  obedient  to 
a  woman's  highest  duty ;  and  had  admir- 
ably performed  those  of  the  station  to 
which  she  was  called ;  but  still  with  some 
violation  of  natural  sentiments,  and  some 
liability  to  the  reproach  of  those  who  do 
not  fairly  estimate  the  circumstances  of 
her  situation :  — 

Inrelix !  utcunque  ferant  ea  facta  minom. 

Her  sister,  who  had  voluntarily  trod  the 
same  path,  who  had  misled  her  into  a 
belief  of  her  brother's  illegitimacy,  had 
now,  from  no  real  sense  of  duty,  but  out 
of  pique  and  weak  compliance  with  cun- 
ning favourites,  solicited,  in  a  clandestine 
manner,  the  late  king's  pardon,  while  his 


malediction  resounded  in  the  ears  of  the 
queen.  This  feebleness  and  duplicity 
made  a  sisterly  friendship  impossible 

As  for  lord  Marlborough,  be  was  among 
the  first,  if  we  except  some  Scots  rene- 
gades, who  abandoned  the  cause  of  the 
revolution.  He  had  so  signally  broken 
the  ties  of  personal  gratitude  in  his  de- 
sertion of  the  king  on  that  occasion,  that, 
according  to  the  severe  remark  of  Hume, 
his  conduct  required  for  ever  afterwards 
the  most  upright,  the  most  disinterested, 
and  most  public- spirited  behaviour  to 
render  it  justifiable.  What  then  must 
we  think  of  it,  if  we  find  in  the  whole  of 
this  great  man's  political  life  nothing  but 
ambition  and  rapacity  in  his  motives, 
nothing  but  treachery  and  intrigue  in 
his  means  I  He  betrayed  and  abandoned 
James,  because  he  could  not  rise  in  his 
favour  without  a  sacrifice  that  he  did  not 
care  to  make ;  he  abandoned  William  and 
betrayed  England,  because  some  obstacles 
stood  yet  in  the  way  of  his  ambition.  I 
do  not  mean  only,  when  I  say  that  he 
betrayed  England,  that  he  was  ready  to 
lay  her  independence  and  liberty  at  the 
feet  of  James  II.  and  Louis  XIV. ;  but 
that  in  one  memorable  instance  he  com- 
municated to  the  court  of  St.  Gennaiu's, 
and  through  that  to  the  court  of  Ver- 
sailles, the  secret  of  an  expedition  against 
Brest,  which  &iled  in  consequence,  with 
the  loss  of  the  commander  and  eight 
hundred  men.  Dairy mple,  iiL  13.  Life 
of  James,  522.  Macpherson,  i.  487.  In 
short,  his  whole  life  was  such  a  picture  of 
meanness  and  treachery,  that  one  must 
rate  military  services  very  high  indeed  to 
preserve  any  esteem  for  his  memory. 

The  private  memoirs  of  James  II.,  as 
well  as  the  papers  published  by  Mac- 
pherson, show  us  how  little  treason,  and 
especially  a  double  treason,  is  thanked  or 
trusted  by  those  whom  it  pretends  to 
serve.  We  see  that  neither  Churchill  nor 
Russell  obtained  any  confidence  firom  the 
banished  king.  Their  motives  were  al- 
ways suspected;  and  something  more 
solid  than  professions  of  loyalty  was  de- 
manded, though  at  the  expense  of  their 
own  credit  James  could  not  forgive 
Russell  for  saying  that,  if  the  French 
fleet  came  out,  he  must  fight.  Macphei^ 
son,  i.  242.  If  Providence  in  its  wrath 
had  visited  this  island  once  more  with  a 
Stuart  restoration,  we  may  be  sure  that 
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ts  not  fully  substantiated  against  others  *  by  name,  we  know 
generally  that  many  were  liable  to  it,)  forfeited  a  high  name 
among  their  contemporaries,  in  the  eyes  of  a  posterity  which 
has  known  them  better ;  the  earl  of  Shrewsbury,  from  that 
strange  feebleness  of  soul  which  hung  like  a  spell  upon  his 
nobler  qualities,  and  admiral  Russell,  from  insolent  pride  and 
sullenness  of  temper.  Both  these  were  engaged  in  the  vile 
intrigues  of  a  faction  they  abhorred ;  but  Shrewsbury  soon 
learned  again  to  revere  the  sovereign  he  had  contributed  to 
raise,  and  withdrew  from  the  contamination  of  Jacobitism. 
It  does  not  appear  that  he  betrayed  that  trust  which  William 
is  said  with  extraordinary  magnanimity  to  have  reposed  on 
him,  after  a  full  knowledge  of  his  connexion  with  the  court 
of  St.  Germain.t  But  Russell,  though  compelled  to  win  the 
battle  of  La  Hogue  against  his  will,  took  care  to  render  his 
splendid  victory  as  little  advantageous  as  possible.     The  cre- 

these  perfidious  apostates  would  have  that  there  was  a  disaffected  party  among 
been  no  gainers  by  the  change.  the  whigs,  or,  as  in  the  Stuart  Papers 
*  During  William^s  absence  in  Ire-  they  were  called,  republicans,  who  enter- 
land  in  1690,  some  of  the  whigs  con-  tained  the  baseless  project  of  restoring 
ducted  themselves  in  a  manner  to  raise  James  upon  terms.  These  were  chiefly 
suspicions  of  their  fidelity  ;  as  appears  by  what  were  called  compounders,  to  dis- 
those  most  interesting  letters  of  Mary,  tinguish  them  from  the  thorough- paced 
published  by  Dalrymple,  which  display  royalists,  or  old  tories.  One  person 
her  entire  and  devoted  affection  to  a  whom  we  should  least  suspect  is  occa- 
husband  of  cold  and  sometimes  harsh  sionally  spoken  of  as  inclined  to  a  king 
manners,  but  capable  of  deep  and  pow-  whom  he  had  been  ever  conspicuous  in 
erfui  attachment,  of  which  she  was  the  opposing — the  earl  of  Devonshire;  but 
chief  object.  I  have  heard  that  a  late  the  Stuart  agents  often  wrote  according 
proprietor  of  these  royal  letters  was  to  their  wishes  rather  than  their  know- 
oflfended  by  their  publication ;  and  that  ledge ;  and  it  seems  hard  to  believe  what 
the  black  box  of  king  William  that  con-  is  not  rendered  probable  by  any  part  of 
tained  them  has  disappeared  from  Ken-  his  public  conduct, 
sington.  The  names  of  the  duke  of  f  This  fact  apparently  rests  on  good 
Bolton,  his  son  the  marquis  of  Winches-  authority ;  it  is  repeatedly  mentioned  in 
ter,  the  earl  of  Monmouth,  lord  Mon-  the  Stuart  Papers,  and  in  the  Life  of 
tague,  and  major  Wildman,  occMr  as  ob-  James.  Yet  Shrewsbury's  letter  to  Wil- 
jects  of  the  queen's  or  her  minister's  sus-  Ham,  after  Fenwick's  accusation  of  him, 
picion.  Dalrymple,  Appendix,  107*  &c.  seems  hardly  consistent  with  the  king's 
But  Carmarthen  was  desirous  to  throw  knowledge  of  the  truth  of  that  charge  in 
odium  on  the  whigs ;  and  none  of  these  its  full  extent.  I  think  that  he  served 
noblemen,  except  on  one  occasion  lord  his  master  faithfully  as  secretary,  at  least 
Winchester,  appear  to  be  mentioned  in  after  some  time,  though  his  warm  recom- 
the  Stuart  Papers.  Even  Monmouth,  mendation  of  Marlborough,  **  who  has 
whose  want  both  of  principle  and  sound  been  with  me  since  this  news  [the  failure 
sense  might  cause  reasonable  distrust,  and  of  the  attack  on  Brest]  to  offer  his  ser- 
wholay  at  different  times  of  his  life  under  vices  with  all  the  expressions  of  duty  and 
this  suspicion  of  a  Jacobite  intrigue,  is  fidelity  imaginable,*' (Shrewsbury  Corre- 
never  mentioned  in  Macpherson,  or  any  spondence,  47. )  is  somewhat  suspicious, 
other  book  of  authority,  within  my  re-  aware  as  he  was  of  that  traitor's  con- 
collection.     Yet  it  is  evident  generally  nexions. 

VOL.  II.  U 
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dulity  and  almost  wilful  blindness  of  faction  is  strongly  ma- 
nifested in  the  conduct  of  the  house  of  commons  as  to  the 
quarrel  between  this  commander  and  the  board  of  admiralty. 
They  chose  to  support  one  who  was  secretly  a  traitor,  because 
he  bore  the  name  of  whig,  tolerating  his  infamous  neglect  of 
duty  and  contemptible  excuses  ;  in  order  to  pull  down  an 
honest,  though  not  very  able  minister,  who  belonged  to  the 
tories.*  But  they  saw  clearly  that  the  king  was  betrayed, 
though  mistaken,  in  this  instance,  as  to  the  persons ;  and 
were  right  in  concluding  that  the  men  who  had  effected  the 
revolution  were  in  general  most  likely  to  maintain  it ;  or,  in 
the  words  of  a  committee  of  the  whole  house,  "That  his 
majesty  be  humbly  advised,  for  the  necessary  support  of  his 
government,  to  employ  in  his  councils  and  management  of 
his  affairs  such  persons  only  whose  principles  oblige  them  to 
stand  by  him  and  his  right  against  the  late  king  James,  and 
all  other  pretenders  whatsoever."  +  It  is  plain  from  this  and 
other  votes  of  the  commons,  that  the  tories  had  lost  that  ma- 
jority which  they  seem  to  have  held  in  the  first  session  of  this 

parliament,  t 

It  is  not,  however,  to  be  inferred  from  this  extensive  com- 
bination in  favour  of  the  banished  king,  that  his  party  em- 
braced the  majority  of  the  nation,  or  that  he  could  have  been 
restored  with  any  general  testimonies  of  satisfaction.  The 
friends  of  the  revolution  were  still  by  far  the  more  powerful 
body.  Even  the  secret  emissaries  of  James  confess  that  the 
common  people  were  strongly  prejudiced  against  his  return. 
His  own  enumeration  of  peers  attached  to  his  cause  cannot 
be  brought  to  more  than  thirty,  exclusive  of  catholics  §;  and 

*  Commons*  Journals,  Not.  28.  et  post,  well  affected    to  the  revolution   settle- 

Dalrymple,  iii.  11.     Ralph,  346.  ment  and  to  public  liberty.     Whig  and 

t  Id.  Jan.  11.  1692-3.  tory   were  becoming    little   more   than 

\  Burnet  says,  *'  The  elections  of  par-  nicknames, 
liament  (1690)  went  generally  for  men  §  Macpherson's  State  Papers,  i.  459. 
who  would  probably  have  declared  for  These  were  all  tories,  except  three  or 
king  James,  if  they  could  have  known  four.  The  great  end  James  and  his  ad- 
how  to  manage  matters  for  him.**  P.  herents  had  in  view,  was  to  persuade 
41.  This  is  quite  an  exaggeration;  Louis  into  an  invasion  of  England;  tlieir 
though  the  tories,  some  of  whom  were  representations  therefore  are  to  be  taken 
at  this  time  in  place,  did  certainly  sue-  with  much  allowance,  and  in  some  cases 
ceed  in  several  divisions.  But  parties  we  know  them  to  be  false;  as  when 
had  now  begun  to  be  split ;  the  Jacobite  James  assures  his  brother  of  Versailles 
tories  voting  with  the  malecontent  whigs.  that  three  parts  at  least  in  four  of  the 
Upon  the  whole,  this  house  of  commons,  English  clergy  had  not  taken  the  oaths 
like  the    next  which  followed  it,  was  to  William.     Id.  409. 
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the  real  Jacobites  were,  I  believe,  in  a  far  less  proportion 
among  the  commons.  The  hopes  of  that  wretched  victim  of 
his  own  bigotry  and  violence  rested  less  on  the  loyalty  of  his 
former  subjects,  or  on  their  disaffection  to  his  rival,  than  on 
the  perfidious  conspiracy  of  English  statesmen  and  admirals, 
of  lord-lieutenants  and  governors  of  towns,  and  on  so  nu- 
merous a  French  army  as  an  ill-defended  and  disunited  king- 
dom would  be  incapable  to  resist.  He  was  to  return, 
not  as  his  brother,  alone  and  unarmed,  strong  only  hi/reslor.^' 
in  the  consentient  voice  of  the  nation,  but  amidst  the 
bayonets  of  30,000  French  auxiliaries.  These  were  the 
pledges  of  just  and  constitutional  rule,  whom  our  patriot 
Jacobites  invoked  against  the  despotism  of  William  III.  It 
was  from  a  king  of  the  house  of  Stuart,  from  James  II., 
from  one  thus  encircled  by  the  soldiers  of  Louis  XIV.,  that 
we  were  to  receive  die  guarantee  of  civil  and  religious  liberty. 
Happily  the  determined  love  of  arbitrary  power,  burning  un- 
extinguished amidst  exile  and  disgrace,  would  not  permit  him 
to  promise,  in  any  distinct  manner,  those  securities  which  a 
large  portion  of  his  own  adherents  required.  The  Jacobite 
faction  was  divided  between  compounders  and  non-com- 
pounders;  the  one  insisting  on  the  necessity  of  holding  forth 
a  promise  of  such  new  enactments  upon  the  king's  restoration 
as  might  remove  all  jealousies  as  to  the  rights  of  the  church 
and  people ;  the  other,  more  agreeably  to  James's  temper, 
rejecting  every  compromise  with  what  they  called  the  repub- 
lican party  at  the  expense  of  his  ancient  prerogative.*  In  a 
declaration  which  he  issued  from  St.  Germain  in  1692  there 
was  so  little  acknowledgment  of  error,  so  few  promises  of 
security,  so  many  exceptions  from  the  amnesty  he  oflFered, 
that  the  wiser  of  his  partisans  in  England  were  willing  to 
insinuate  that  it  was  not  authentict  This  declaration,  and 
the  virulence  of  Jacobite  pamphlets  in  the  same  tone,  nmst 
have  done  harm  to  his  cause.t    He  published  another  de- 

*   Macpherson,  433.     Somers  Tracts,  printed  in  the  Somers  Collection,  toI.  i. 

xi.  94.      This  is  a  pamphlet  of  the  time,  The  more  we  read  of  them,  the  more 

exposing  the  St.  Germain  faction,  and  cause  appears  for  thankfulness  that  the 

James's  unwillingness  to  make  conces-  natioM  escaped  from  such  a  liirious  party. 

ston?.     Itis  confirmed  by  the  most  au-  They  confess,  in  general,  very  little  error 

thentic  documents.  or  misgovernment  in  James,  but  abound 

f  Ralph,  350.    Somers  Tracts,  z.  211.  with  malignant  calumnies  on  his  sue- 

\  Many  of  these  Jacobite  tracts  are  cessor.    The  name  of  Tullia  is  repeatedly 

u   2 
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claration  next  year  at  the  earnest  request  of  those  who  had 
seceded  to  his  side  from  that  of  the  revolution,  in  which  he 
held  forth  more  specific  assurances  of  consenting  to  a  limitation 
of  his  prerogative.*  But  no  reflecting  man  could  avoid  per- 
ceiving that  such  promises  wrung  from  his  distress  were 
illusory  and  insincere,  that  in  the  exultation  of  triumphant 

given  to  the  mild  and  pious  Mary.  The  how  little  that  party  cared  for  civil  li- 
best  of  these  libels  is  styled  **  Great  berty,  and  how  little  would  have  satisfied 
Britain's  just  Complaint,"  (  p.  429. )  by  sir  them  at  the  revolution,  if  James  had  put 
James  Montgomery,  the  false  and  fickle  the  church  out  of  danger  1  The  next  pa« 
proto-apostate  of  whiggism.  It  is  written  ragraph  is  remarkable  enough  to  be  ex- 
with  singular  vigour,  and  even  elegance ;  tracted  for  the  .better  confirmation  of 
and  rather  extenuates  than  denies  the  what  I  have  just  said.  "  By  this  the 
faults  of  the  late  reign.  king  saw  he  had  out-shot  himself  more 
*  Ralph,  418.  See  the  Life  of  James,  ways  than  one  in  this  declaration;  and 
501.  It  contains  chiefly  an  absolute  pro-  therefore  what  expedient  he  would  have 
mise  of  pardon,  a  declaration  that  he  found  in  case  he  had  been  restored,  not 
would  protect  and  defend  the  church  of  to  put  a  force  either  upon  his  conscience 
England  as  established  by  law,  and  or  honour,  does  not  appear,  because  it 
secure  to  its  'members  all  the  churches,  never  came  to  a  trial ;  but  this  is  certain, 
universities,  schools,  and  colleges,  toge-  his  church  of  England  friends  absolved 
tlier  with  its  immunities,  rights,  and  pri-  him  beforehand,  and  sent  him  word,  that 
vilcges,  a  promise  not  to  dispense  with  if  he  considered  the  preamble  and  the 
the  test,  and  to  leave  the  dispensing  power  very  terms  of  the  declaration,  be  was  not 
in  other  matters  to  be  explained  and  li-  bound  to  stand  by  it,  or  to  put  it  out 
mited  by  parliament,  to  give  the  royal  verbatim  as  it  was  worded ;  that  the 
assent  to  bills  for  frequent  parliaments,  changing  some  expressions  and  ambigu- 
free  elections,  and  impartial  trials,  and  to  ous  terms,  so  long  as  what  was  princi- 
confirm  such  laws  made  under  the  pre-  pally  aimed  at  had  been  kept  to,  could 
sent  usurpation  as  should  be  tendered  to  not  be  called  a  receding  from  his  declar- 
him  by  parliament.  "  Tlie  king,"  he  says  ation,  no  more  than  a  new  edition  of  a 
himself,  "  was  sensible  he  should  be  book  can  be  accounted  a  different  work, 
blamed  by  several  of  his  friends  for  sub-  though  corrected  and  amended.  And 
mitting  to  such  hard  terms ;  nor  was  it  indeed  the  preamble  showed  his  promise 
to  be  wondered  at,  if  those  who  knew  not  was  conditional,  which  tt>ey  not  perform- 
the  true  condition  of  his  afifairs  were  ing,  the  king  could  not  be  tied  ;  for  my 
scandalised  at  it ;  but  af^er  all  he  had  lord  Middleton  had  writ,  that,  if  the  king 
nothing  else  to  do.**  P.  505.  He  was  so  signed  the  declaration,  those  who  took  it 
little  satisfied  with  the  articles  in  this  engaged  to  restore  him  in  three  or  four 
declaration  respecting  the  church  of  Eng-  months  after  ;  the  king  did  his  part,  but 
land,  that  he  consulted  several  French  their  failure  must  needs  take  off  the 
and  English  divines,  all  of  whom,  in-  king^s  future  obligation.** 
eluding  Bossuet,  after  some  difference,  In  a  Latin  letter,  the  original  of  which 
came  to  an  opinion  that  he  could  not  in  is  written  in  James's  own  hand,  to  Inno- 
conscience  undertake  to  protect  and  de-  cent  XII.,  dated  from  Dublin,  Nov.  26. 
fend  an  erroneous  church.  Their  objec-  1689,  he  declares  himself  "  Oitholicam 
tion,  however,  seems  to  have  been  rather  fidem  reducere  in  tria  regna  statuisse." 
to  the  expression  than  the  plain  sense ;  Somers  Tracts,  x.  559.  Though  tliis  may 
for  they  agreed  that  he  might  promise  to  have  been  drawn  up  by  a  priest,  I  sup- 
leave  the  protestant  church  in  possession  pose  the  king  understood  what  he  said, 
of  its  endowments  and  privileges.  Many  It  appears  also  by  lord  Balcarras's  Me- 
too  of  the  English  Jacobites,  especially  moir,  that  lord  Melfbrt  had  drawn  up 
the  non-juring  bishops,  were  displeased  the  declaration  as  to  indemnity  and  in- 
with  the  declaration,  as  limiting  the  pre-  dulgence  in  such  a  manner,  that  the  king 
rogative ;  though  it  contained  nothing  might  break  it  whenever  he  pleased, 
which  they  were  not  clamorous  to  obtain  Somers  Tracts,  xi.  517. 
from  William.    P.  514.    A  decisive  proof 
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loyalty,  even  without  the  sword  of  the  Gaul  thrown  into  the 
scale  of  despotism,  those  who  dreamed  of  a  conditional  restor- 
ation and  of  fresh  guarantees  for  civil  liberty,  would  find, 
like  the  presbyterians  of  I66O,  that  it  became  them  rather  to 
be  anxious  about  their  own  pardon,  and  to  receive  it  as  a 
signal  boon  of  the  king's  clemency.  The  knowledge  thus 
obtained  of  James's  incorrigible  obstinacy  seems  gradually  to 
have  convinced  the  disaffected  that  no  hope  for  the  nation  or 
for  themselves  could  be  drawn  from  his  restoration.*  His 
connexions  with  the  treacherous  counsellors  of  William  grew 
weaker ;  and  even  before  the  peace  of  Ryswick  it  was  evident 
that  the  aged  bigot  could  never  wield  again  the  sceptre  he  had 
thrown  away.  The  scheme  of  assassinating  our  illustrious 
sovereign,  which  some  of  James's  desperate  zealots  had  de- 
vised without  his  privity,  as  may  charitably  and  even  reason- 
ably be  supposed  t,  gave  a  fatal  blow  to  the  interests  of  that 

*  The  protestants  were  treated  with  Dalrymple,  who  says  that  nothing  but 
neglect  and  jealousy,  whatever  might  the  fury  of  party  could  have  exposed 
have  been  their  loyalty,  at  the  court  of  James  to  this  suspicion.  Though  the 
James,  as  they  were  afterwards  at  that  proof  seems  very  short  of  conviction, 
of  his  son.  The  incorrigibility  of  the  there  are  some  facts  worthy  of  notice. 
Stuart  family  is  very  remarkable.  Ken-  1 .  Burnet  positively  charges  the  late 
net,  p.  638.  and  738.,  enumerates  many  king  with  privity  to  the  conspiracy  of 
instances.  Sir  James  Montgomery,  the  Grandval,  executed  in  Flanders  for  a  de- 
earl  of  Middleton,  and  others,  were  sign  on  William's  life,  1692  (p.  95.); 
shunned  at  the  court  of  St.  Germain  as  and  this  he  does  with  so  much  particu- 
guilty  of  this  sole  crime  of  heresy,  unless  larity,  and  so  little  hesitation,  that  he 
we  add  that  of  wishing  for  legal  se-  seems  to  have  drawn  his  information 
curities.  from  high  authority.     The  sentence  of 

f  James  himself  explicitly  denies,  in  the  court  martial  on  Grandval  also  al- 

the  extracts  from  his  Life,  published  by  ludes  to  James's  knowledge  of  the  crime 

Macpherson,    all    participation    in    the  (Somers  Tracts,  x.  580.),  and  mentions 

scheme  of  killing  William,  and  says  that  expressions   of  his,  which,  though  not 

he  had  twice  rejected  proposals  for  bring-  conclusive,   would    raise   a   strong   pre- 

ing  him  oif  alive ;  though  it  is  not  true  sumption  in  any  ordinary  case.     2.  Wil- 

that  he  speaks  of  the  design  with  indigna-  liam    himself,  in   a  memorial   intended 

tion,  as  some  have  pretended.   It  was  very  to  have  been  delivered  to  the  ministers 

natural,   and   very   comfortable    to   the  of  all    the   allied   powers   at    Ryswick, 

principles  of  kings,  and  others  besides  in   answer   to   that   of  James   (Id.   xi. 

kings,  in  former  times,  that  he  should  103.  Ralph,  730. ),  positively  imputes  to 

have  lent  an  ear  to  this  project ;  and  as  the  latter  repeated  conspiracies  against 

to  James's  moral  and  religious  character,  his  life ;  and  he  was  incapable  of  saying 

it  was  not  better  than  that  of  Clarendon,  what  he  did  not  believe.     In  the  same 

whom  we  know  to   have  countenanced  memorial  he  shows  too  much  magnani- 

similar  designs  for  the  assassination  of  mity  to  assert  that  the  birth  of  the  prince 

Cromwell.      In  fact,  the  received  code  of  of  Wales  was  an  imposture.     3.  A  paper 

ethics  has  been  improved  in  this  respect,  by  Charnock,  undeniably  one  of  the  con- 

We  may  be  sure,  at  least,  that  those  who  spirators,  addressed  to  James,  contains  a 

ran  such  a  risk  for  James's  sake  expected  marked   allusion   to  William's   possible 

to  be  thanked  and  rewarded  in  the  event  death  in  a  short  time ;  which  even  Mac- 

of  success.    I  cannot  therefore  agree  with  pherson  calls  a  delicate  mode  of  hinting 

V  3 
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faction.  It  was  instantly  seen  that  the  murmurs  of  malecon- 
tent  whigs  had  nothing  in  common  with  the  disaffection  of 
Jacobites.  The  nation  resounded  with  an  indignant  cry 
against  the  atrocious  conspiracy.  An  association  alluring 
the  title  of  James,  and  pledging  the  subscribers  to  revenge 
the  king's  death,  after  the  model  of  that  in  the  reign  of 
Elizabeth,  was  generally  signed  by  both  houses  of  parliament, 
and  throughout  the  kingdom.*  "  The  adherents  of  the  exiled 
family  dwindled  into  so  powerless  a  minority  that  they  could 
make  no  sort  of  opposition  to  the  act  of  settlement,  and  did 
not  recover  an  efficient  character  as  a  party  till  towards  the 
latter  end  of  the  ensuing  reign. 

Perhaps  the  indignation  of  parliament,  against  those  who 
soufi^ht  to  brinff  back  despotism  through  civil  war 

Attainder  O  O  i  ~  ^ 

of^«r  John  and  the  murder  of  an  heroic  sovereign,  was  carried 

too  far  in  the  bill  for  attainting  sir  John  Fenwick  of 

treason.     Two  witnesses,  required  by  our  law  in  a  charge  of 

that  nature.  Porter  and  Goodman,  had  deposed  before  the 

grand  jury  to  Fenwick*s  share  in  the  scheme  of  invasion, 

the  assassination-plot  to  him.  Macpher-  Mazure,  that  Crosby  might  think  no  re- 
son,  State  Papers,  i.  519.  Compare  also  newal  of  his  authority  necessary  in  1696 
State  Trials,  xiu  1323.  1327.  1329.  4.  So-  to  do  that  which  he  had  been  required 
merville,  though  a  disbeliever  in  James's  to  do  in  1693.  If  we  look  attentively  at 
participation,  has  a  very  curious  quota-  James's  own  language  in  Macpherson^s  ex- 
tion  from  Lamberti,  tending  to  implicate  tracts,  without  much  regarding  the  glosses 
Louis  XIV.,  p.  428. ;  and  we  can  hardly  of  Innes,  it  will  appear  that  he  does  not 
suppose  that  he  kept  the  other  out  of  the  denyin  express  terms  that  he  had  consented 
secret.  Indeed,  the  crime  is  greater  and  to  the  attempt  in  1 696  to  seize  the  prince 
less  credible  in  Louis  than  in  James,  of  Orange*s  person.  In  the  commission 
But  devout  kings  have  odd  notions  of  to  Crosby  he  is  required  not  only  to  do 
morality ;  and  their  confessors,  I  sup-  this,  but  to  bring  him  before  the  king.  But 
pose,  much  the  same.  I  admit,  as  before,  is  it  possible  to  consider  this  language  as 
that  the  evidence  falls  short  of  convic-  any  thing  else  than  an  euphemism  for 
tion ;  and  that  the  verdict,  in  the  Ian-  assassination  ? 

guage  of  Scots  law,  should  be,  Not  Upon  the  whole  evidence,  therefore,  I 
Proven ;  but  it  is  too  much  for  our  now  think  that  James  was  privy  to  the 
Stuart  apologists  to  treat  the  question  as  conspiracy,  of  which  the  natural  and  in- 
one  absolutely  determined.  Documents  evitable  consequence  must  have  been 
may  yet  appearthat  will  change  its  aspect,  foreseen  by  himself;  but  I  leave  the  text 
I  leave  the  above  paragraph  as  it  was  as  it  stood,  in  order  to  show  that  I  have 
written  before  the  publication  of  M.  Ma-  not  been  guided  by  any  prejudice  against 
zurc*s  valuable  History  of  the  Revolution,  his  character. 

He  has  therein  brought  to  light  a  com-  *  Pari.  Hist  991.  Fifteen  peers  and 
mission  of  James  to  Crosby,  in  1693,  au-  ninety-two  commoners  refused.  The 
thoristng  and  requiring  him  "  to  seize  names  of  the  latter  were  circulated  in  a 
and  secure  the  person  of  the  prince  of  printed  paper,  which  the  house  voted  to 
Orange,  and  to  bring  him  befoie  us,  be  a  breach  of  their  privilege,  and  de- 
taking  to  your  assistance  such  other  of  struction  of  the  freedom  and  liberties  of 
our  fiiithful  subjects  in  whom  you  may  parliament.  Oct.  30.  1696.  This,  how- 
place  confidence.*'  Hist,  de  la  R^vol.  ever,  shows  the  unpopularity  of  tlieir 
iii.  443.     It  is  justly  observed   by  M.  opposition. 
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though  there  is  no  reason  to  believe  that  he  was  privy  to  the 
intended  assassination  of  the  king.  His  wife  subsequently 
prevailed  on  Goodman  to  quit  the  kingdom ;  and  thus  it  be- 
came impossible  to  obtain  a  conviction  in  the  course  of  law. 
This  was  the  apology  for  a  special  act  of  the  legislature,  by 
which  he  suffered  the  penalties  of  treason.  It  did  not,  like 
some  other  acts  of  attainder,  injQict  a  punishment  beyond  the 
offence,  but  supplied  the  deficiency  of  legal  evidence.  It  was 
sustained  by  the  production  of  Goodman's  examination  before 
the  privy-council,  and  by  the  evidence  of  two  grand-jurymen 
as  to  the  deposition  he  had  made  on  oath  before  them,  and 
on  which  they  had  found  the  bill  of  indictment.  It  was  also 
shown  that  he  had  been  tampered  with  by  lady  Mary  Fen- 
wick  to  leave  the  kingdom.  This  was  undoubtedly  as  good 
secondary  evidence  as  can  well  be  imagined ;  and,  though  in 
criminal  cases  such  evidence  is  not  admissible  by  courts  of 
law,  it  was  plausibly  urged  that  the  legislature  might  prevent 
Fenwick  from  taking  advantage  of  his  own  underhand 
management,  without  transgressing  the  moral  rules  of  justice, 
or  even  setting  the  dangerous  precedent  of  punishing  treason 
upon  a  single  testimony.  Ye^  upon  the  whole,  the  import- 
ance of  adhering  to  the  stubborn  rules  of  law  in  matters  of 
treason  is  so  weighty,  and  the  difficulty  of  keeping  such  a 
body  as  the  house  of  commons  within  any  less  precise  limits 
so  manifest,  that  we  may  well  concur  with  those  who  thought 
sir  John  Fenwick  much  too  inconsiderable  a  person  to  warrant 
such  an  anomaly.  The  jealous  sense  of  liberty  prevalent  in 
William's  reign  produced  a  very  strong  opposition  to  this  bill 
of  attainder  ;  it  passed  in  each  house,  especially  in  the  lords, 
by  a  small  majority.*     Nor,  perhaps,  would  it  have  been 

*  Burnet ;  see  the  notes  on  the  Oxford  this  collection  ;  but  I  warn  the  reader 

edition.     Ralph,  692.     The  motion  for  against  trusting  any  part  of  the  volume 

bringing  in  the  bill,  Nov.  6.  1696,  was  except  the  letters  themselves.    The  editor 

carried  by  169  to  61  ;  but  this  majority  has,  in  defiance  of  notorious  facts,  repre- 

lessened  at  every  stage :   and  the  final  sented  sir  John  Fenwick*s  disclosures  as 

division  was  only  189  to  156.     In  the  false;  and  twice  charges  him  with  preva- 

lords  it  passed  by  68  to  61 ;  several  whigs,  rication  (p.  404. ), using  the  word  without 

and  even  the  duke  of  Devonshire,  then  any  knowledge  of  its  sense,  in  declining 

lord   steward,  voting   in  the    minority,  to  answer  questions  put  to  him  by  mera- 

Parl.   Hist.    996 — 1154.     Marlborough  hers  of  the  house  of  commons,  which  he 

probably  made  prince  George  of  Den-  could  not   have   answered   without  in- 

mark  support  the  measure.     Shrewsbury  flaming  the  animosity  that  sought  his  life. 

Correspondence,  449.     Many  remarkable  It  is  said  in  a  note  of  lord  Ilardwicke 

letters  on  the  subject  are  to  be  found  in  on   Burnet,  that  "  the  king,  before  the 

U    4 
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carried  but  for  Fenwick's  imprudent  disclosure,  in  order  to 
save  his  life,  of  some  great  statesmen's  intrigues  with  the 
late  king ;  a  disclosure  which  he  dared  not,  or  was  not  in  a 
situation  to  confirm,  but  which  rendered  him  the  victim  of 
their  fear  and  revenge.  Russell,  one  of  those  accused,  brought 
into  the  commons  the  bill  of  attainder ;  Marlborough  voted 
in  favour  of  it,  the  only  instance  wherein  he  quitted  the  tories  ; 
Godolphin  and  Bath,  with  more  humanity,  took  the  other 
side ;  and  Shrewsbury  absented  himself  from  the  house  of 
lords.*  It  is  now  well  known  that  Fen  wick's  discoveries 
went  not  a  step  beyond  the  truth.  Their  effect,  however, 
was  beneficial  to  the  state ;  as  by  displajring  a  strange  want 
of  secrecy  in  the  court  of  St.  Germains,  Fenwick  never  having 
had  any  direct  communication  with  those  he  accused,  it  caused 
Godolphin  and  Marlborough  to  break  off  their  dangerous 
course  of  perfidy,  t 

Amidst  these  scenes  of  dissension  and  disaffection,  and 
lusucccM  amidst  the  public  losses  and  decline  which  aggra- 
of  the  war.  y^^^^  them,  wc  havc  scarce  any  object  to  contem- 
plate with  pleasure,  but  the  magnanimous  and  unconquerable 
soul  of  William.  Mistaken  in  some  parts  of  his  domestic 
policy,  unsuited  by  some  failings  of  his  character  for  the 
English  nation,  it  is  still  to  his  superiority  in  virtue  and 

session,  had  sir  John  Fenwick  brought  to  nothing.  P.  147.  This  letter,  however, 
the  cabinet  council,  where  he  was  present  seems  to  show  that  a  story  which  has 
himself.  But  sir  John  would  not  explain  been  several  times  told,  and  is  confinned 
his  paper.'*  See  also  Shrewsbury  Cor-  by  the  biographer  of  James  II.  and  by 
respondence,  419.  et  post.  The  truth  Macpherson*8  Papers,  that  William  corn- 
was,  that  Fenwick,  having  had  his  inform-  pelled  Shrewsbury  to  accept  office  in  1 693, 
ation  at  second-hand,  could  not  prove  his  by  letting  him  know  that  he  was  aware  of 
assertions,  and  feared  to  make  his  case  his  connexion  with  St.  Germains,  is  not 
worse  by  repeating  them.  founded  in  truth.  He  could  hardly  have 
*  Godolphin,  who  was  then  first  com-  written  in  such  a  style  to  the  king  with 
missioner  of  the  treasury,  not  much  to  that  fact  in  his  way.  Monmouth,  how- 
the  liking  of  the  whigs,  seems  to  have  ever,  had  some  suspicion  of  it ;  as  appears 
been  tricked  by  Sunderland  into  retiring  by  the  hints  he  furnished  to  sir  J.  Fen- 
from  office  on  this  occasion.  Id.  415.  wick  towards  establishing  the  charges. 
Shrewsbury,  secretary  of  state,  could  P.  450.  Lord  Dartmouth,  full  of  in- 
hardly  be  restrained  by  the  king  and  his  veterate  prejudices  against  the  king, 
own  ft>iends  from  resigning  the  seals  as  charges  him  with  personal  pique  against 
soon  as  he  knew  of  Fen  wick's  accusation,  sir  John  Fenwick,  and  with  instigating 
His  behaviour  shows  either  a  conscious-  members  to  vote  for  the  bill.  Yet  it 
ness  of  guilt,  or  an  inconceivable  cow*  rather  seems  that  he  was,  at  least  for  »>me 
ardice.  Yet  at  first  he  wrote  to  the  king,  time,  by  no  means  anxious  for  it.  Shrews- 
pretending  to  mention  candidly  all  that  bury  Correspondence :  and  compare 
had  passed  between  him  and  the  earl  of  Coxe's  Life  of  Marlborough,  i.  63. 
Middleton,  which  in  fact  amounted  to  f  Life  of  James,  ii.  558. 


Wux.  m.]  FROM    HENRY  VII.    TO    GEORGE  II.  297 

energy  over  all  her  own  natives  in  that  age  that  England  is 
indebted  for  the  preservation  of  her  honour  and  liberty ;  not 
at  the  crisis  only  of  the  revolution,  but  through  the  difficult 
period  that  elapsed  until  the  peace  of  Ryswick.  A  war  of 
nine  years,  generally  unfortunate,  unsatisfactory  in  its  result, 
carried  on  at  a  cost  unknown  to  former  times,  amidst  the 
decay  of  trade,  the  exhaustion  of  resources,  the  decline,  as 
there  seems  good  reason  to  believe,  of  population  itself,  was 
the  festering  wound  that  turned  a  people's  gratitude  into 
factiousness  and  treachery.  It  was  easy  to  excite  the  national 
prejudices  against  campaigns  in  Flanders,  especially  when  so 
unsuccessful,  and  to  inveigh  against  the  neglect  of  our  mari- 
time power.  Yet,  unless  we  could  have  been  secure  against 
invasion,  which  Louis  would  infallibly  have  attempted,  had 
not  his  whole  force  been  occupied  by  the  grand  alliance,  and 
which,  in  the  feeble  condition  of  our  navy  and  commerce,  at 
one  time  could  not  have  been  impracticable,  the  defeats  of 
Steenkirk  and  Landen  might  probably  have  been  sustained 
at  home.  The  war  of  1689,  and  the  great  confederacy  of 
Europe,  which  William  alone  could  animate  with  any  steadi- 
ness and  energy,  were  most  evidently  and  undeniably  the 
means  of  preserving  the  independence  of  England.  That 
danger,  which  has  sometimes  been  in  our  countrymen's 
mouths  with  little  meaning,  of  becoming  a  province  to 
France,  was  then  close  and  actual ;  for  I  hold  the  restoration 
of  the  house  of  Stuart  to  be  but  another  expression  for  that 
ignominy  and  servitude. 

The  expense  therefore  of  this  war  must  not  be  reckoned 
unnecessary :  nor  must  we  censure  the  government 
for  that  small  portion  of  our  debt  which  it  was  com- 
pelled to  entail  on  posterity.*    It  is  to  the  honour  of  William's 

*  The  debt  at  the  king's  death  amounted  speedily  than  by  passing  an  act  in  1699, 
to  16,394,702/.,  of  which  above  three  mil-  which  was  not  to  take  effect  till  Decern- 
lions  were  to  expire  in  1710.  Sinclair's  ber  25.  1705 ;  from  which  time  the  excise 
Hist,  of  Revenue,  i.  425.  (third  edition. )  was  charged  with  three  per  cent,  interest 
Of  this  sum  664,263/.  was  incurred  be-  on  the  principal  sum  of  1,328,526/.,  sub- 
fore  the  revolution,  being  a  part  of  the  ject  to  be  redeemed  by  payment  of  a 
money  of  which  Charles  II.  bad  robbed  moiety.  No  compensation  was  given  for 
the  public  creditor  by  shutting  up  the  the  loss  of  so  many  years' interest.  12  & 
exchequer.  Interest  was  paid  upon  this  13  W.  3.  c.  12.  §  15.  Sinclair,  i.  397. 
down  to  1 683,  when  the  king  stopped  it.  State  Trials,  xiv.  1 .  et  post  According 
The  l^ialature  ought  undoubtedly  to  to  a  particular  statement  in  Somers 
have  done  justice  more  effectually  and  Tracts,  xii.  383.,  the  receipts  of  the  ex- 
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administration,  and  of  his  parliaments,  not  always  clear- 
sighted, but  honest  and  zealous  for  the  public  weal,  that  they 
deviated  so  little  from  the  praiseworthy,  though  sometimes 
impracticable,  policy  of  providing  a  revenue  commensurate 
with  the  annual  expenditure.  The  supplies  annually  raised 
during  the  war  were  about  five  millions,  more  than  double 
the  revenue  of  James  IL  But  a  great  decline  took  place  in 
the  produce  of  the  taxes  by  which  that  revenue  was  levied. 
In  1693,  the  customs  had  dwindled  to  less  than  half  their 
amount  before  the  revolution,  the  excise  duties  to  little  more 
than  half.*  This  rendered  heavy  impositions  on  land  inevit- 
able ;  a  tax  always  obnoxious,  and  keeping  up  disaffection  in 
the  most  powerful  class  of  the  community.  The  first  land- 
tax  was  imposed  in  1690,  at  the  rate  of  three  shillings  in  the 
pound  on  the  rental ;  and  it  continued  ever  afterwards  to  be 
annually  granted,  at  different  rates,  but  commonly  at  four  shil- 
lings in  the  pound,  till  it  was  made  perpetual  in  1798.  A 
tax  of  twenty  per  cent,  might  well  seem  grievous ;  and  the 
notorious  inequality  of  the  assessment  in  different  counties 
tended  rather  to  aggravate  the  burthen  upon  those  whose 
contribution  was  the  fairest.  Fresh  schemes  of  finance  were 
devised,  and,  on  the  whole,  patiently  borne  by  a  jaded  people. 
The  Bank  of  England  rose  under  the  auspices  of  the  whig 
party,  and  materially  relieved  the  immediate  exigencies  of  the 
government,  while  it  palliated  the  general  distress,  by  dis- 
counting bills  and  lending  ^oney  at  an  easier  rate  of  interest. 
Yet  its  notes  were  depreciated  by  twenty  per  cent,  in  exchange 
for  silver ;  and  exchequer  tallies  at  least  twice  as  much,  till 
they  were  funded  at  an  interest  of  eight  per  cent.t     But, 

chequer,    including    loans,   during    the  cannot  conceive  how  he  answered  the 

whole  reign  of  William,  amounted  to  above-mentioned  letter  to  him.      What* 

rather  more  than  72,000,000/.  The  author  ever  might  be  the  relative  expenditure  of 

of  the  Letter  to  the  Rev.  T.  Carte,  in  the  two  reigns,  it  is  evident  that  the  war 

answer  to  the  latter's  Letter  to  a  By-  of  1689  was  brought  on  in  a  great  mea- 

stander,  estimates  the  sums  raised  under  sure  by  the  corrupt  policy  of  Charles  1 1. 

Charles  IL,  from  Christmas,   1660,  to  *  Davenant,     £ssay    on     Ways    and 

Christmas,  1684,  at  46,233,923/.     Carte  Means.      In  another  of  his  tracts^  vol.  iL 

had  made  them  only  32,474,265/.     But  266.  edit,  1771,  this  writer  computes  the 

his  estimate  is  evidently  false  and  decep-  payments  of  the  state  in  1688  at  one  shil- 

tive.     Both  reckon  the  gross  produce,  ling  in  the  pound  of  the  national  income; 

not  the  exchequer  payments.     This  con-  but  after  the  war  at  two  shillings  and 

troversy  was  sdjout  the  year  1742.     Ac-  sixpence. 

cording  to  Sinclair,  Hist,  of  Revenue,  i.  f  Godfrey*s  Short  Account  of  Bank  of 

309. »  Carte  had  the  last  word;  but  I  England,  in  Somers  Tracts,  xL  5.    Ken- 
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these  resources  generally  falling  very  short  of  calculation, 
and  being  anticipated  at  such  an  exorbitant  discount,  a  con- 
stantly increasing  deficiency  arose ;  and  public  credit  sunk 
so  low,  that  about  the  year  I696  it  was  hardly  possible  to 
pay  the  fleet  and  army  from  month  to  month,  and  a  total 
bankruptcy  seemed  near  at  hand.  These  distresses  again 
were  enhanced  by  the  depreciation  of  the  circulating  coin, 
and  by  the  bold  remedy  of  a  re-coinage,  which  made  the  im- 
mediate stagnation  of  commerce  more  complete.  The  mere 
operation  of  exchanging  the  worn  silver  coin  for  the  new, 
which  Mr.  Montague  had  the  courage  to  do  without  lowering 
the  standard,  cost  the  government  two  millions  and  a  half. 
Certainly  the  vessel  of  our  commonwealth  has  never  been  so 
close  to  shipwreck  as  in  this  period ;  we  have  seen  the  storm 
raging  in  still  greater  terror  round  our  heads,  but  with  far 
stouter  planks  and  tougher  cables  to  confront  and  ride 
through  it. 

Those  who  accused  William  of  neglecting  the  maritime 
force  of  England,  knew  little  what  they  said,  or  cared 
little  about  its  truth.*  A  soldier  and  a  native  of  Holland, 
he  naturally  looked  to  the  Spanish  Netherlands  as  the  theatre 
on  which  the  battle  of  France  and  Europe  was  to  be  fought. 
It  was  by  the  possession  of  that  country  and  its  chief 
fortresses  that  Louis  aspired  to  hold  Holland  in  vassalage,  to 
menace  the  coasts  of  England,  and  to  keep  the  Empire 
under  his  influence.  And  if,  with  the  assistance  of  those 
brave  regiments,  who  learned,  in  the  well-contested  though 
unfortunate  battles  of  that  war,  the  skill  and  discipline  which 

net*8  complete  Hist.  iii.  723.  Ralph,  681 .  William.     He  (Svift)  should  have  been 

^rewsbury  Papers.     Macpher&on*s  An-  told,  if  he  did  not  know,  what  havoc  the 

nals  of  Commerce,  A.  D.  1697.  Sinclair's  Dutch  had  made  of  our  shipping  in  king 

Hist  of  Revenue.  Charles  the  Second's  reign ;  and  that  his 

*  **  Nor  is  it  true  that  the  sea  was  successor,  king  James  the   Second,  had 

neglected ;  for  1  think  during  much  the  not  in  his  whole  navy,  fitted  out  to  defeat 

greater  part  of  the  war  which  began  in  the  designed  invasion  of  the  prince  of 

1689  we  were  entirely  masters  of  the  sea,  Orange,  an  individual  ship  of  the  first  or 

by  our  victory  in  1692,  which  was  only  second  rank,  which  all  lay  neglected,  and 

three  years  after  it  broke  out ;  so  that  for  mere  skeleton'*  of  former  services,  at  their 

seven  years  we  carried  the  broom.     And  moorings.     These  this  abused  prince  re- 

for  any  neglect  of  our  sea  affairs  other-  paired  at  an  immense  charge,  and  brought 

wise,  I  believe,   I  may  in  a  few  words  them   to   their    pristine   magnificence." 

prove  that  all  the  princes  since  the  Con-  Answer  to  Swifl's  Conduct  of  the  AUieSi 

quest  never  made  so  remarkable  an  im-  in  Somers  Tracts,  ziii.  247. 
provement  to  our  naval  strength  as  king 
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made  them  conquerors  in  the  next,  it  was  found  that  France 
was  still  an  overmatch  for  the  allies,  what  would  have  been 
effected  against  her  by  the  decrepitude  of  Spain,  the  perverse 
pride  of  Austria,  and  the  selfish  disunion  of  Germany  ?  The 
commerce  of  France  might,  perhaps,  have  suffered  more  by 
an  exclusively  maritime  warfare ;  but  we  should  have  ob- 
tained this  advantage,  which  in  itself  is  none,  and  would  not 
have  essentially  crippled  her  force,  at  the  price  of  abandoning 
to  her  ambition  the  quarry  it  had  so  long  in  pursuit.  Mean- 
while the  naval  annals  of  this  war  added  much  to  our 
renown;  Russell,  glorious  in  his  own  despite  at  La  Hogue, 
Rooke,  and  Shovel  kept  up  the  honour  of  the  English  flag. 
After  that  great  victory,  the  enemy  never  encountered  us  in 
battle  ;  and  the  wintering  of  the  fleet  at  Cadiz  in  1694,  a 
measure  determined  on  by  William's  energetic  mind,  against 
the  advice  of  his  ministers,  and  in  spite  of  the  fretful 
insolence  of  the  admiral,  gave  us  so  decided  a  pre-eminence 
both  in  the  Atlantic  and  Mediterranean  seas,  that  it  is  hard 
to  say  what  more  could  have  been  achieved  by  the  most 
exclusive  attention  to  the  navy.*  It  is  true  that,  especially 
during  the  first  part  of  the  war,  vast  losses  were  sustained 
through  the  capture  of  merchant  ships  ;  but  this  is  the  ine- 
vitable lot  of  a  commercial  country,  and  has  occurred  in 
(every  war,  until  the  practice  of  placing  the  traders  under 
convoy  of  armed  ships  was  introduced.  And,  when  we 
consider  the  treachery  which  pervaded  this  service  and  the 
great  facility  of  secret  intelligence  which  the  enemy  possessed, 
we  may  be  astonished  that  our  failures  and  losses  were  not 
still  more  decisive. 

The  treaty  of  Ryswick  was  concluded  on  at  least  as  fair 
Treaty  of    tcrms  as  almost  perpetual  ill  fortune  could  warrant 
Ry.wick.    yg  ^  expect.     It  compelled  Louis  XIV.  to  recog- 
nise the  king's  title,  and  thus  both  humbled  the  court  of  St. 
Germains,  and  put  an  end  for  several  years  to  its  intrigues. 

*  Dalrymple has  remarked  the  impor-  moftt  odious  man;  as  ill-tempered  and 
tant  consequences  of  this  bold  measure ;  violent  as  he  was  perfidious.  But  the 
but  we  have  learned  only  by  the  publico-  rudeness  with  which  the  king  was  treated 
tionoflord  Shrewsbury's  Correspondence,  by  some  of  his  servants  is  very  remark- 
that  it  originated  with  the  king,  and  was  able.  Lord  Sunderland  wrote  to  him  at 
carried  through  by  him  against  the  least  with  great  bluntness.  Hardwicke 
mutinous  remonstrances  of  RusseU.  See  Papers,  444. 
pp.  68.  104.  202.  210.  234.     This  was  a 
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It  extinguished,  or  rather  the  war  itself  had  extinguished,  one 
of  the  bold  hopes  of  the  French  court,  the  scheme  of  procur- 
ing the  election  of  the  dauphin  to  the  Empire.  It  gave  at 
least  a  breathing  time  to  Europe,  so  long  as  the  feeble  lamp 
of  Charles  II.'s  life  should  continue  to  glimmer,  during  which 
the  fate  of  his  vast  succession  might  possibly  be  regulated 
without  injury  to  the  liberties  of  Europe.*  But  to  those  who 
looked  with  the  king^s  eyes  on  the  prospects  of  the  Continent, 
this  pacification  could  appear  nothing  else  than  a  preliminary 
armistice  of  vigilance  and  preparation.  He  knew  that  the 
Spanish  dominions,  or  at  least  as  large  a  portion  of  them  as 
could  be  grasped  by  a  powerful  arm,  had  been  for  more  than 
thirty  years  the  object  of  Louis  XIV.  The  acquisitions  of 
that  monarch  at  Aix-la-Chapelle  and  Nimeguen  had  been 
comparatively  trifling,  and  seem  hardly  enough  to  justify  the 
dread  that  Europe  felt  of  his  aggressions.  But  in  content- 
ing himself  for  the  time  with  a  few  strong  towns,  or  a  mo- 
derate district,  he  constantly  kept  in  view  the  weakness  of 
the  king  of  Spain's  constitution.  The  queen's  renunciation 
of  her  right  of  succession  was  invalid  in  the  jurisprudence  of 
his  court.  Sovereigns,  according  to  the  public  law  of  France, 
uncontrollable  by  the  rights  of  others,  were  incapable  of  limit- 
ing their  own.  They  might  do  all  things  but  guarantee  the 
privileges  of  their  subjects  or  the  independence  of  foreign 
states.  By  the  queen  of  France's  death,  her  claim,  upon  the 
inheritance  of  Spain  had  devolved  upon  the  dauphin ;  so  that 
ultimately,  and  virtually  in  the  first  instance,  the  two  great 
monarchies  would  be  consolidated,  and  a  single  will  would 
direct  a  force  much  more  than  equal  to  all  the  rest  of  Eu- 

*  The  pcaceofRyswick  was  absolutely  tion,  culminated  to  our  present  height 

necessary,  not  only  on  account  of  the  (1824). 

defection  of  the  duke  of  Savoy,  and  the         If  the  treaty  could  have  been  concluded 

manifest  disadvantage   with    which   the  on  the  basis  originally  laid  down,  it  would 

allies  carried  on  the  war,  but  because  even  have   been  honourable.      But   the 

public   credit   in   England   was  almost  French  rose  in  their  terms  during  their 

annihilated,  and  it  was  hardly  possible  to  negotiation;  and  through  the  selHshness 

pay  the  array.     The  extreme  distress  for  of  Austria   obtained    Strasburg,  which 

money  is  forcibly  displayed  in  some  of  they  had  at  first  offered  to  relinquish,  and 

the  king's  letters  to  lord  Shrewsbury,  were   very    near    getting    Luxemburg. 

P.  114,  &c.  These  were  in  1 696,  the  very  Shrewsbury   Correspondence,   316,  &c. 

nadir  of  English  prosperity ;  from  which,  Still  the  terms  were  better  than  those 

by  the   favour   of  Providence  and  the  offered  in  1693,  which  William  has  been 

buoyant  energies  of  the  nation,  we  have,  censured  for  refusing, 
though  not  quite  with  an  uniform  mo- 
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rope.  If  we  admit  that  every  little  oscillation  in  the  balance 
of  power  has  sometimes  been  too  minutely  regarded  by  En- 
glish statesmen,  it  would  be  absurd  to  contend,  that  such  a 
subversion  of  it  as  the  union  of  France  and  Spain  under  one 
head  did  not  most  seriously  threaten  both  the  independence  of 
England  and  Holland. 

The  house  of  commons  which  sat  at  the  conclusion  of  the 

treaty  of  Ryswick,  chiefly  composed  of  whigs,  and 
th^^.°  having  zealously  co-operated  in  the  prosecution  of 

the  late  war,  could  not  be  supposed  lukewarm  in 
the  cause  of  liberty,  or  indifferent  to  the  aggrandisement  of 
France.  But  the  nation's  exhausted  state  seemed  to  demand 
an  intermission  of  its  burthens,  and  revived  the  natural  and 
laudable  disposition  to  frugality  which  had  characterised  in 
all  former  times  an  English  parliament.  The  arrears  of  the 
war,  joined  to  loans  made  during  its  progress,  left  a  debt  of 
about  seventeen  millions,  which  excited  much  inquietude, 
and  evidently  could  not  be  discharged  but  by  steady  retrench- 
ment and  uninterrupted  peace.  But,  besides  this,  a  reluc- 
tance to  see  a  standing  army  established  prevailed  among  the 
great  majority  both  of  whigs  and  tories.  It  was  unknovim 
to  their  ancestors  —  this  was  enough  for  one  party ;  it  was 
dangerous  to  liberty — this  alarmed  the  other.  Men  of 
ability  and  honest  intention,  but,  like  most  speculative  politi- 
cians of  the  sixteenth  and  seventeenth  centuries,  rather  too 
fond  of  seeking  analogies  in  ancient  history,  influenced  the 
public  opinion  by  their  writings,  and  carried  too  far  the  un- 
deniable truth,  that  a  large  army  at  the  mere  control  of  an 
ambitious  prince  may  often  overthrow  the  liberties  of  a  peo- 
'  pie.*  It  was  not  sufficiently  remembered  that  the  bill  of 
rights,  the  annual  mutiny-bill,  the  necessity  of  annual  votes 
of  supply  for  the  maintenance  of  a  regular  army,  besides, 
what  was  far  more  than  all,  the  publicity  of  all  acts  of  go- 
vernment, and  the  strong  spirit  of  liberty  burning  in  the 
people,  had  materially  diminished  a  danger  which  it  would 
not  be  safe  entirely  to  contemn. 

*  Moyle  now  published  his  *<  Argu-  temp.  W.  III.  ii.  564.);  and  Trenchard 

ment,  shoving  that  a  standing  army  is  his  History  of  Standing  Annies  in  Eng- 

incoasistent  with  a  free  government,  and  land.      Id.   653.     Other  pamphlets  of  a 

absolutely  destructive  to  the  constitution  similar  description  may  be  found  in  the 

of  the  English  monarchy."  (State  Tracts,  same  volume. 
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Such,  however,  was  the  influence  of  what  may  be  called 
the  constitutional  antipathy  of  the  English  in  that  ^^n^ 
age  to  a  regular  army,  that  the  commons,  in  the  '**^"*'«*- 
first  session  after  the  peace,  voted  that  all  troops  raised  since 
1680  should  be  disbanded,  reducing  the  forces  to  about  7000 
men,  which  they  were  with  difficulty  prevailed  upon  to  aug- 
ment to  10,000.*  They  resolved  at  the  same  time  that,  "  in 
a  just  sense  and  acknowledgment  of  what  great  things  his 
majesty  has  done  for  these  kingdoms,  a  sum  not  exceeding 
700,000^.  be  granted  to  his  majesty  during  his  life,  for  the 
support  of  the  civil  list."  So  ample  a  gift  from  an  impover- 
ished nation  is  the  strongest  testimony  of  their  affection 
to  the  king.t  But  he  was  justly  disappointed  by  the  former 
vote,  which,  in  the  hazardous  condition  of  Europe,  prevented 
this  country  from  wearing  a  countenance  of  preparation,  more 
likely  to  avert  than  to  bring  on  a  second  conflict.  He  per- 
mitted himself,  however,  to  carry  this  resentment  too  far,  and 
lost  sight  of  that  subordination  to  the  law  which  is  the  duty 
of  an  English  sovereign,  when  he  evaded  compliance  with 
this  resolution  of  the  commons,  and  took  on  himself  the  un- 
constitutional responsibility  of  leaving  sealed  orders,  when  he 
went  to  Holland^  that  16,000  men  should  be  kept  up,  with- 
out the  knowledge  of  his  ministers,  which  they  as  uncon- 
stitutionally obeyed.  In  the  next  session  a  new  parliament 
having  been  elected,  full  of  men  strongly  imbued  with  what 
the  courtiers  styled  commonwealth  principles,  or  an  extreme 
jealousy  of  royal  power  t,  it  was  found  impossible  to  resist  a 

*  Journals,   11th  Dec.    1697.      Pari,  the  age,  and  were  for  maintaining  the 

Hist.  1167.  revolution  government  by  its  own  prin- 

f  Journals,  2l8t   Dec.   1697.      Pari,  ciples,  and  not  by  those  of  a  government 

Hist.  V.  1 168.     It  was  carried  by  225  to  it  had  superseded."    **  The  elections,"  we 

86.  read  in  a  letter  of  Mr.  Montague,  Aug. 

\  "  The  elections  fell  generally,"  says  1698,  **  have  made  a  humour  appear  in 
Burnet,  **  on  men  who  were  in  the  interest  the  counties  that  is  not  very  comfortable 
of  government ;  many  of  them  had  indeed  to  us  who  are  in  business.  But  yet,  after 
some  popular  notions,  which  they  had  all,  the  present  members  are  such  as  will 
drank  in  under  a  bad  government,  and  neither  hurt  England  nor  this  govem- 
thought  this  ought  to  keep  them  under  ment,  but  I  believe  they  must  be  handled 
a  good  one ;  so  that  those  who  wished  very  nicely.**  Shrewsbury  Correspond- 
well  to  the  public  did  apprehend  great  ence,  551.  This  parliament,  however, 
difficulties  in  managing  them."  Upon  fell  into  a  great  mistake  about  the  reduc- 
which  speaker  Onslow  has  a  very  proper  tion  of  the  army ;  as  Bolingbroke  in  his 
note :  "  They  might  happen  to  think,'*  Letters  on  History  very  candidly  admits, 
lie  says,  "a  good  one  might  become  a  though  connected  with  those  who  had 
bad  one,  or  a  bad  one  might  succeed  to  a  voted  for  it. 
good  one.     They  were  the  best  men  of 
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diminution  of  the  army  to  7000  troops.*  These  two  were 
voted  to  be  natives  of  the  British  dominions ;  and  the  king 
incurred  the  severest  mortification  of  his  reign,  in  the  neces- 
sity of  sending  back  his  regiments  of  Dutch  guards  and  French 
refugees.  The  messages  that  passed  between  him  and  the 
parliament  bear  witness  how  deeply  he  felt,  and  how  fruit- 
lessly he  deprecated,  this  act  of  unkindness  and  ingratitude, 
so  strikingly  in  contrast  with  the  deference  that  parliament 
has  generally  shown  to  the  humours  and  prejudices  of  the 
crown  in  matters  of  far  higher  moment,  t  The  foreign 
troops  were  too  numerous,  and  it  would  have  been  politic  to 
conciliate  the  nationality  of  the  multitude  by  reducing  their 
number  ;  yet  they  had  claims  which  a  grateful  and  generous 
people  should  not  have  forgotten  :  they  were,  many  of  them, 
the  chivalry  of  protestantism,  the  Huguenot  gentlemen  who 
had  lost  all  but  their  swords  in  a  cause  which  we  deemed 
our  own ;  they  were  the  men  who  had  terrified  James  from 
Whitehall,  and  brought  about  a  deliverance,  which,  to  speak 
plainly,  we  had  neither  sense  nor  courage  to  achieve  for 
ourselves,  or  which  at  least  we  could  never  have  achieved 
without  enduring  the  convulsive  throes  of  anarchy. 

There  is,  if  not  more  apology  for  the  conduct  of  the  com- 
mons, yet  more  to  censure  on  the  king*s  side,  in  an- 
feitureg      othcr  sccnc  of  humiliation  which  he  passed  through, 

resumed.        ,         _  ,  ,   _  ,         *  t5    ' 

in  the  business  of  the  Irish  forfeitures.  These  con- 
fiscations of  the  property  of  those  who  had  fought  on  the  side 
of  James,  though,  in  a  legal  sense,  at  the  crown's  disposal, 
ought  undoubtedly  to  have  been  applied  to  the  public  service. 
It  was  the  intention  of  parliament  that  two  thirds  at  least  of 
these  estates  should  be  sold  for  that  purpose ;  and  William 
had,  in  answer  to  an  address  (Jan.  I69O),  promised  to  make 


*  Journals,   17th    Dec.  1698.     Pari.  362.     This  was  in  his  character,  and  not 

Hist.  1191.  like  the  vulgar  story  which  that  retailer 

f  Journals,  10th  Jan.  18th,  20th,  and  of  all  gossip,   Dalrymple,  calls  a  well- 

25th  March.     Lords*  Journals,  8th  Feb.  authenticated    tradition,  that   the   king 

Pari.   Hist.   1167.   1191.      lialph,  808.  walked  furiously  round  his  room,  exclaim- 

Burnet,  219.      It  is  now  beyond  doubt  ing,  "  If  I  had  a  son,  by  G — the  guards 

that   William   had   serious  thoughts  of  should  not  leave  me."     It  would  be  vain 

quitting  the  government,  and  retiring  to  to  ask  how  this  son  would  have  enabled 

Holland,  sick  of  the  faction  and  ingrati-  him  to  keep  them  against  the  bent  of  the 

tude  of  this  nation.     Shrewsbury  Cor-  parliament  and  people, 
respondenoe,    571.     Hardwicke   papers. 
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no  grant  of  them  till  the  matter  should  be  considered  in  the 
ensuing  session.  Several  bills  were  brought  in  to  carry  the 
original  resolutions  into  eflfect,  but,  probably  through  the  in- 
fluence of  government,  they  always  fell  to  the  ground  in  one 
or  other  house  of  parliament.  Meanwhile  the  king  granted 
away  the  whole  of  these  forfeitures,  about  a  million  of  acres, 
with  a  culpable  profuseness,  to  the  enriching  of  his  personal 
favourites,  such  as  the  earl  of  Portland  and  the  countess  of 
Orkney.*  Yet  as  this  had  been  done  in  the  exercise  of  a 
lawful  prerogative,  it  is  not  easy  to  justify  the  act  of  resump- 
tion passed  in  1699-  The  precedents  for  resumption  of 
grants  were  obsolete,  and  from  bad  times.  It  was  agreed 
on  all  hands  that  the  royal  domain  is  not  inalienable ;  if  this 
were  a  mischief,  as  could  not  perhaps  be  doubted,  it  was  one 
that  the  legislature  had  permitted  with  open  eyes  till  there 
was  nothing  left  to  be  alienated.  Acts  therefore  of  this  kind 
shake  the  general  stability  of  possession,  and  destroy  that 
confidence  in  which  the  practical  sense  of  freedom  consists, 
that  the  absolute  power  of  the  legislature,  which  in  strictness 
is  as  arbitrary  in  England  as  in  Persia,  will  be  exercised  in 
consistency  with  justice  and  lenity.  They  are  also  accompanied 
for  the  most  part,  as  appears  to  have  been  the  case  in  this 
instance  of  the  Irish  forfeitures,  with  partiality  and  mis- 
representation as  well  as  violence,  and  seldom  fail  to  excite 
an  odium  far  more  than  commensurate  to  the  transient  popu- 
larity which  attends  them  at  the  outset,  t 


*  The  prodigalityof  Will iara  in  grants  was  much  extolled  for  its  boldness,  not 

to  his  favourites  was  an  undeniable  re-  rather  to  say,  virulence  and  disaffection, 

proacb  to  his  reign.      Charles  II,  had,  This  is  printed  in  Pari.  Hist.  978.,  and 

however,  with  much  greater  profuseness,  many  other  Iraoks.     The  king,  on  an 
though  much  less  blamed  for  it,  given     address  from  the  house  of  commons  re- 

away  almost  all  the  crown  lands  in  a  few  voked  the  grant,  which  indeed  was  not 

years  after  the  restoration ;  and  the  com-  justifiable.    •  His  answer  on  this  occasion, 

mons  could  not  now  be  prevailed  upon  it  may  here  be  remarked,  was  by  its  mild- 

to  shake  those  grants,  which  was  urged  ness  and  courtesy  a  striking  contrast  to 

by  the  court,  in  order  to  defeat  the  re-  the  insolent   rudeness   with   which    the 

sumption  of  those  in  the  present  reign.  Stuarts,oneandall,  had  invariably  treated 

The  length  of  time  undoubtedly  made  a  the  bouse. 

considerable   difference.     An  enormous  +  Pari.  Hist.  1 171.  1203,  &c.   Ralph, 

grant  of  the  crown*s  domanial  rights  in  Burnet,     Shrewsbury    Correspondence. 

North  Wales  to  the  earl  of  Portland  ex-  See  also  Davenant's  Essay   on    Grants 

cited  much  clamour  in  1697,  and  pro-  and  Resumptions,  and  sundry  pamphlets 

duced  a  speech  firom  Mr.  Price,  after-  in   Somers   Tracts,  vol.    ii.,   and   State 

wards  a  baron  of  the  exchequer,  which  Tracts,  temp.  W.  HI.  vol.  ii. 

VOL.  II.  X 
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But,  even  if  the  resumption  of  William's  Irish  grants  could 
be  reckoned  defensible,  there  can  be  no  doubt  that  the  mode 
adopted  by  the  commons,  of  tacking,  as  it  was  called,  the 
provisions  for  this  purpose  to  a  money  bill,  so  as  to  render  it 
impossible  for  the  lords  even  to  modify  them  without  depriv- 
ing the  king  of  his  supply,  tended  to  subvert  the  constitution 
and  annihilate  the  rights  of  a  co-equal  house  of  parliament. 
This  most  reprehensible  device,  though  not  an  unnatural 
consequence  of  their  pretended  right  to  an  exclusive  concern 
in  money  bills,  had  been  employed  in  a  former  instance  during 
this  reign.*  They  were  again  successful  on  this  occasion ; 
the  lords  receded  from  their  amendments,  and  passed  the  bill 
at  the  king's  desire,  who  perceived  that  the  fury  of  the  com- 
mons was  tending  to  a  terrible  convulsion.t  But  the  pre- 
cedent was  infinitely  dangerous  to  their  legislative  power.  If 
the  commons,  after  some  more  attempts  of  the  same  nature, 
desisted  from  so  unjust  an  encroachment,  it  must  be  attributed 
to  that  which  has  been  the  great  preservative  of  the  equilibrium 
in  our  government,  the  public  voice  of  a  reflecting  people, 
averse  to  manifest  innovation,  and  soon  offended  by  the 
intemperance  of  factions. 

The  essential  change  which  the  fall  of  the  old  dynasty  had 

wrougfht  in  our  constitution  displayed  itself  in  such 

mcnury     a  vifforous  Spirit  of  enQuirv  and  interference  of  par- 
enquiries,  c?  •  -I      11    V  n  •<• 

liament  with  all  the  course  of  government  as,  if  not 
absolutely  new,  was  more  uncontested  and  more  effectual  tffan 
before  the  revolution.  The  commons  indeed  under  Charles  IL 
had  not  wholly  lost  sight  of  the  precedents  which  the  long 
parliament  had  established  for  them ;  though  with  continual 
resistance  from  the  court,  in  which  their  right  of  examination 
was  by  no  means  admitted.  But  the  tories  throughout  the 
reign  of  William  evinced  a  departure  from  the  ancient  prin- 
ciples of  their  faction  in  nothing  more  than  in  asserting  to 
the  fullest  extent  the  powers  and  privileges  of  the  commons ; 
and,  in  the  coalition  they  formed  with  the  malecontent  whigs, 
if  the  men  of  liberty  adopted  the  nickname  of  the  men  of 
prerogative,  the  latter  did  not  less  take  up  the  maxims  and 


•  In  Feb.  1692. 

t  See  the  same  authorities,  especially  the  Shrewsbury  Letters,  p.  60S. 
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feelings  of  the  former.  The  bad  success  and  suspected 
management  of  public  afiairs  co-operated  with  the  strong  spirit 
of  party  to  establish  this  important  accession  of  authority  to 
the  house  of  commons.  In  June,  1689^  a  special  committee 
was  appointed  to  enquire  into  the  miscarriages  of  the  war  in 
Ireland,  especially  as  to  the  delay  in  relieving  Londonderry. 
A  similar  committee  was  appointed  in  the  lords.  The  former 
reported  severely  against  colonel  Lundy,  governor  of  that 
city ;  and  the  house  addressed  the  king,  that  he  might  be 
sent  over  to  be  tried  for  the  treasons  laid  to  his  charge.*  I 
do  not  think  there  is  any  earlier  precedent  in  the  Journals 
for  so  specific  an  enquiry  into  the  conduct  of  a  public  officer, 
especially  one  in  military  command.  It  marks  therefore  very 
distinctly  the  change  of  spirit  which  I  have  so  frequently 
mentioned.  No  courtier  has  ever  since  ventured  to  deny  this 
general  right  of  enquiry,  though  it  is  a  frequent  practice  to 
elude  it.  The  right  to  enquire  draws  with  it  the  necessary 
means,  the  examination  of  witnesses,  records,  papers,  enforced 
by  the  strong  arm  of  parliamentary  privilege.  In  one  respect 
alone  these  powers  have  fallen  rather  short ;  the  commons  do 
not  administer  an  oath ;  and  having  neglected  to  claim  this 
authority  in  the  irregular  times  when  they  could  make  a  pri- 
vilege by  a  vote,  they  would  now  perhaps  find  difficulty  in 
obtaining  it  by  consent  of  the  house  of  peers.  They  renewed 
this  committee  for  enquiring  into  the  miscarriages  of  the  war 
in  the  next  session,  t  They  went  very  fully  into  the  dispute 
between  the  board  of  admiralty  and  admiral  Russell,  after  the 
battle  of  La  Hoguet ;  and  the  year  after  investigated  the 
conduct  of  his  successors,  Killigrew  and  Delaval,  in  the 
command  of  the  Channel  fleet.  §  They  went,  in  the  winter 
of  1694,  into  a  very  long  examination  of  the  admirals  and 
the  orders  issued  by  the  admiralty  during  the  preceding  year ; 
and  then  voted  that  the  sending  the  fleet  to  the  Mediterranean, 
and  the  continuing  it  there  this  winter,  has  been  to  the  honour 
and  interest  of  his  majesty  and  his  kingdoms.  ||     But  it  is 


*  Commons*  Journals,  June  1.    Aug.  §  Pari.  Hist  793.    Delaval  and  Killi« 

19.  grew    were   Jacobites,    whom    William 

f  Id.  NoY.  1.  generously  but  imprudently  put  into  the 

I  Pari.  Hist  657.  Dalrymple.   Com-  command  of  the  fleet 

mons*  and  Lords*  Journals.  ||  Coimnons*  Journals,  Feb.  27.  1694-5. 

X  2 
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hardly  worth  while  to  enumerate  later  instances  of  exercising 
a  right  which  had  become  indisputable,  and,  even  before  it 
rested  on  the  basis  of  precedent,  could  not  reasonably  be  de- 
nied to  those  who  might  advise,  remonstrate,  and  impeach. 

It  is  not  surprising  that,  after  such  important  acquisitions 
of  power,  the  natural  spirit  of  encroachment,  or  the  desire  to 
distress  a  hostile  government,  should  have  led  to  endeavours, 
which  by  their  success  would  have  drawn  the  executive  ad- 
ministration more  directly  into  the  hands  of  parliament.  A 
proposition  was  made  by  some  peers,  in  December,  1692, 
for  a  committee  of  both  houses  to  consider  of  the  present 
state  of  the  nation,  and  what  advice  should  be  given  to  the 
king  concerning  it.  This  dangerous  project  was  lost  by  48 
to  36,  several  tories  and  dissatisfied  whigs  uniting  in  a  pro- 
test against  its  rejection.*  The  king  had  in  his  speech  to 
parliament  requested  their  advice  in  the  most  general  terms ; 
and  this  slight  expression,  though  no  more  than  is  contained 
in  the  common  writ  of  summons,  was  tortured  into  a  pretext 
for  so  extraordinary  a  proposal  as  that  of  a  committee  of  de- 
legates, or  council  of  state,  which  might  soon  have  grasped 
the  entire  administration.  It  was  at  least  a  remedy  so  little 
according  to  precedent,  or  the  analogy  of  our  constitution,  that 
some  very  serious  cause  of  dissatisfaction  with  the  conduct  of 
affairs  could  be  its  only  excuse. 

Burnet  has  spoken  with  reprobation  of  another  scheme 
engendered  by  the  same  spirit  of  enquiry  and  control,  that  of 
a  council  of  trade,  to  be  nominated  by  parliament,  with  powers 
for  the  effectual  preservation  of  the  interests  of  the  merchants. 
If  the  members  of  it  were  intended  to  be  immovable,  or  if  the 
vacancies  were  to  be  filled  by  consent  of  parliament,  this  would 
indeed  have  encroached  on  the  prerogative  in  a  far  more 
eminent  degree  than  the  famous  India  bill  of  1783,  because 
its  operation  would  have  been  more  extensive  and  more  at 
home.  And,  even  if  they  were  only  named  in  the  first 
instance,  as  has  been  usual  in  parliamentary  commissioners 
of  account  or  enquiry,  it  would  still  be  material  to  ask,  what 
extent  of  power  for  the  preservation  of  trade  was  to  be  placed 
in  their  hands.     The  precise  nature  of  the  scheme  is  not 

•  Pari.  Hist  941.      Burnet,  105. 
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explained  by  Burnet.  But  it  appears  by  the  Journals  that 
this  council  was  to  receive  information  from  merchants  as  to 
the  necessity  of  convoys,  and  send  directions  to  the  board  of 
admiralty,  subject  to  the  king's  control,  to  receive  complaints 
and  represent  the  same  to  the  king,  and  in  many  other 
respects  to  exercise  very  important  and  anomalous  functions. 
They  were  not  however  to  be  members  of  the  house.  But 
even  vnth  this  restriction,  it  was  too  hazardous  a  departure 
from  the  general  maxims  of  the  constitution.* 

The  general  unpopularity  of  William's  administration,  and 
more  particularly  the  reduction  of  the  forces,  afford  Treaties  of 
an  ample  justification  for  the  two  treaties  of  parti-  p»^*^"**"- 
tion,  which  the  tory  faction,  with  scandalous  injustice  and  in- 
consistency, turned  to  his  reproach.  No  one  could  deny  that 
the  aggrandisement  of  France  by  both  of  these  treaties  was 
of  serious  consequence.  But,  according  to  English  interests, 
the  first  object  was  to  secure  the  Spanish  Netherlands  from 
becoming  provinces  of  that  power  ;  the  next  to  maintain  the 
real  independence  of  Spain  and  the  Indies.  Italy  was  but 
the  last  in  order ;  and  though  the  possession  of  Naples  and 
Sicily,  with  the  ports  of  Tuscany,  as  stipulated  in  the  treaty 
of  partition,  would  have  rendered  France  absolute  mistress  of 
that  whole  country  and  of  the  Mediterranean  sea,  and  essen- 
tially changed  the  balance  of  Europe,  it  was  yet  more  toler- 
able than  the  acquisition  of  the  whole  monarchy  in  the  name 
of  a  Bourbon  prince,  which  the  opening  of  the  succession 
without  previous  arrangement  was  likely  to  produce.  They 
at  least  who  shrunk  from  the  thought  of  another  war,  and 
studiously  depreciated  the  value  of  continental  alliances,  were 
the  last  who  ought  to  have  exclaimed  against  a  treaty  which 
had  been  ratified  as  the  sole  means  of  giving  us  something 
like  security  without  the  cost  of  fighting  for  it.  Nothing 
therefore  could  be  more  unreasonable  than  the  clamour  of  a 
tory  house  of  commons  in  I7OI  (for  the  malecontent  whigs 
were  now  so  consolidated  with  the  tories  as  in  general  to  bear 
their  name)  against  the  partition  treaties  ;  nothing  more  un- 
fair than  the  impeachment  of  the  four  lords,  Portland,  Orford, 

*  Burnet,  163.  Commons*  Journals,  proposed  as  a  qualification  for  members 
Jan.  3 ! .  1695-6.  An  abjuration  of  king  of  this  council ;  but  this  was  lost  by  1 95 
James's  title  in  yery  strong  terms  was     to  188. 
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SomerSy  and  Halifax,  on  that  account.  But  we  must  at  the 
same  time  remark,  that  it  is  more  easy  to  vindicate  the  par- 
tition treaties  themselves,  than  to  reconcile  the  conduct  of  the 
king  and  of  some  others  with  the  principles  established  in  our 
constitution.  William  had  taken  these  important  negotiations 
wholly  into  his  own  hands,  not  even  communicating  tliem  to 
any  of  his  English  ministers,  except  lord  Jersey,  until  his 
resolution  was  finally  settled.  Lord  Somers,  as  chancellor, 
had  put  the  great  seal  to  blank  powers,  as  a  legal  authority 
to  the  negotiators  ;  which  evidently  could  not  be  valid,  unless 
on  the  dangerous  principle  that  the  seal  is  conclusive  against 
all  exception.*  He  had  also  sealed  the  ratification  of  the 
treaty,  though  not  consulted  upon  it,  and  though  he  seems 
to  have  had  objections  to  some  of  the  terms  ;  and  in  both 
instances  he  set  up  the  king's  command  as  a  sufficient 
defence.  The  exclusion  of  all  those  whom,  whether  called 
privy  or  cabinet  counsellors,  the  nation  holds  responsible 
for  its  safety,  from  this  great  negotiation,  tended  to  throw 
back  the  whole  executive  government  into  the  single  will 
of  the  sovereign,  and  ought  to  have  exasperated  the  house 
of  commons  far  more  than  the  actual  treaties  of  partition, 
which  may  probably  have  been  the  safest  choice  in  a  most 
perilous  condition  of  Europe.  The  impeachments  however 
were  in  most  respects  so  ill  substantiated  by  proof,  that 
they  have  generaJJy  been  reckoned  a  disgraceful  instance 
of  party  spirit.t 


•  See  speaker  Onslow's  Note  on  Bur-  they  should  be  called  together.     And  it 

net  (Oxf.  edit.  iv.  468.),  and  lord  Hard-  appearsbytheSlirewsbury Papers, p.  371., 

wicke*s  hint  of  his  father*s  opinion.    Id.  that  the  duke,  though  secretary  of  state, 

475.      But  see  also  lord  Somers's  plea  as  and  in  a  manner  prime  minister,  was  en> 

to  this.     State  Trials,  xiii.  267.  tircly  kept  by  the  king  out  of  the  secret 

f   Pari.  Hist.     State  Trials,  xiv.  233.  of  the  negotiations  which  ended  in  the 

The  letters  of  William,  published  in  the  peace  of   Ryswick  :    whetlier,  after  all, 

Hardwicke  State   Papers,  are  both  the  there  remained  some  lurking  distrust  of 

most  authentic  and  the  most  satisfactory  his  fidelity,  or  from  whatever  other  cause 

explanation  of  his  policy  during  the  three  this  took  place,  it  was  very  anomalous 

momentous  years  that  closed  the  seven-  and  unconstitutional.     And  it  must  be 

teentli  century.     It  is  said,  in  a  note  of  owned,  that  by  this  sort  of  proceeding 

lord  Hardwicke  on  Burnet  (Oxford  edit,  which  could  have  no  sufficient  apology 

iv.  417.)   (from  lord  Somers's  papers),  but  a  deep  sense  of  the  unworthiness  <^ 

that  when  some  of  the  ministers  objected  mankind,  William    brought  on  himself 

topartsof  the  treaty,  lord  Portland's  con-  much  of  that  dislike  which  appears  so 

stant  answer  was,  that  nothing  could  be  ungrateful  and  unaccountable, 
altered ;  upon  which  one  of  them  said,  if        As  to  the  impeachments,  few  have  pre^ 

that  was  the  case,  he  saw  no  reason  why  tended  to  justify  them ;  even  Ralph  is 
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The  whigS)  such  of  them  at  least  as  continued  to  hold  that 
name  in  honour^  soon  forgave  the  mistakes  and  fail- 
ings of  their  great  deliverer;  and  indeed  a  high  re-  mrau^in 
gard  for  the  memory  of  William  III.  may  justly  be  under  wii? 
reckoned  one  of  the  tests  by  which  genuine  whiggism, 
as  opposed  both  to  tory  and  republican  principles,  has  always 
been  recognised.  By  the  opposite  party  he  was  rancorously 
hated;  and  their  malignant  calumnies  still  sully  the  stream  of 
history.*  Let  us  leave  such  as  prefer  Charles  I.  to  Wil- 
liam III.  in  the  enjoyment  of  prejudices  which  are  not  likely 
to  be  overcome  by  argument.  But  it  must  ever  be  an  iionour 
to  the  English  crown  that  it  has  been  worn  by  so  great  a 
man.  Compared  with  him,  the  statesmen  who  surrounded 
his  throne,  the  Sunderlands,  Godolphins,  and  Shrewsburys, 
even  the  Somerses  and  Montagues,  sink  into  insignificance. 
He  was,  in  truth,  too  great,  not  for  the  times  wherein  he  was 
called  to  action,  but  for  the  peculiar  condition  of  a  king  of 
England  after  the  revolution ;  and  as  he  was  the  last  sove- 
reign of  this  country,  whose  understanding  and  energy  of 
character  have  been  very  distinguished,  so  was  he  the  last 
who  has  encountered  the  resistance  of  his  parliament,  or 
stood  apart  and  undisguised  in  the  maintenance  of  his  own 
prerogative.  His  reign  is  no  doubt  one  of  the  most  impor- 
tant in  our  constitutional  history,  both  on  account  of  its 
general  character,  which  I  have  slightly  sketched,  and  of 
those  beneficial  alterations  in  our  law  to  which  it  gave  rise. 
These  now  call  for  our  attention. 

The   enormous    duration  of  seventeen   years,    for  which 
Charles  II.  protracted  his  second  parliament,  turned 
the  thoughts  of  all  who  desired  improvements  in  trlemfiii 

•,  T        •  -,  ■■.      .        .  parliament. 

the  constitution  towards  some  limitation  on  a  prero- 
gative which  had  not  hitherto  been  thus  abused.     Not  only 

half  ashamed  of  the  party  he  espouses  preached    in    1703,    says    of    William, 

with  so  little  candour  towards  their  ad-  "  whom    all    the  world   of  friends  and 

versaries.    The  scandalous  conduct  of  the  enemies  knew  how  to  value,  except  afao 

tories    in    screening  the  earl  of  Jersey,  English  wretches.^*    Kennet,  840.  Boyer, 

while    they  impeached  the  whig  lords,  in  his  History  of  the  Reign  of  Queen 

some  of  whom  had  really  borne  no  part  Anne,  p.  12.,  says  that  the  king  spent 

in  a  measure  he  had  promoted,  sufficiently  most  of  his  private  fortune,  computed  at 

db^plays  the  factiousness  of  their  motives,  no  less  than  two  millions,  in  the  service  of 

See    lord    Haversham's  speech  on  this,  the  English  nation.     I  should  be  glad  to 

Pari.  Hist.  1298.  have  found  this  vouched  by  better  autho- 

*   Bishop    Fleetwood,   in    a  sermon,  rity. 
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the  continuance  of  the  same  house  of  commons  during  such  a 
period  destroyed  the  connexion  between  the  people  and  their 
representatives,  and  laid  open  the  latter,  without  responsi- 
bility, to  the  corruption  which  was  hardly  denied  to  prevail ; 
but  the  privilege  of  exemption  from  civil  process  made  needy 
and  worthless  men  secure  against  their  creditors,  and  de- 
sirous of  a  seat  in  parliament  as  a  complete  safeguard  to 
fraud  and  injustice.  The  term  of  three  years  appeared  suffi- 
cient to  establish  a  control  of  the  electoral  over  the  represent 
tative  body,  without  recurring  to  the  ancient  but  inconvenient 
scheme  of  annual  parliaments,  which  men  enamoured  of  a 
still  more  popular  form  of  government  than  our  own  were 
eager  to  recommend.  A  bill  for  this  purpose  was  brought 
into  the  house  of  lords  in  December,  16899  but  lost  by  the 
prorogation.*  It  passed  both  houses  early  in  1693,  the 
whigs,  generally  supporting,  and  the  tories  opposing  it ;  but 
on  this,  as  on  many  other  great  questions  of  this  reign, 
the  two  parties  were  not  so  regularly  arrayed  against  each 
other  as  on  points  of  a  more  personal  nature,  t  To  this 
bill  the  king  refused  his  assent :  an  exercise  of  prerogative 
which  no  ordinary  circumstances  can  reconcile  either  with 
prudence  or  with  a  constitutional  administration  of  govern- 
ment, but  which  was  too  common  in  this  reign.  But  the 
commons,  as  it  was  easy  to  foresee,  did  not  abandon  so 
important  a  measure  ;  a  similar  bill  received  the  royal  assent 
in  November,  1694.  t  By  the  triennial  bill  it  was  simply 
provided  that  every  parliament  should  cease  and  determine 
within  three  years  from  its  meeting.  The  clause  contained 
in  the  act  of  Charles  II.  against  the  intermission  of  parlia- 
ments for  more  than  three  years  is  repeated  ;  but  it  was  not 
thought  necessary  to  revive  the  somewhat  violent  and  perhaps 
impracticable  provisions  by  which  the  act  of  1641  had  se- 
cured their  meeting ;  it  being  evident  that  even  annual 
sessions  might  now  be  relied  upon  as  indispensable  to  the 
machine  of  government. 

This  annual  assembly  of  parliament  was  rendered  neces- 
sary, in  the  first  place,  by  the  strict  appropriation  of  the 
revenue  according  to  votes  of  supply.     It  was  secured  next, 

•  Lords'  Journals.  f  Pari.  Hist,  754.  \  6W.&M.  c.  2. 
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by  passing  the  mutiny-bill,  under  which  the  army  is  held 
together,  and  subjected  to  military  discipline,  for  a  short 
term,  seldom  or  never  exceeding  twelve  months.  These  are 
the  two  effectual  securities  agfainst  military  power ;  that  no 
pay7»n  be  issued  to  the  troops  without  a  previous  authorisa- 
tion by  the  commons  in  a  committee  of  supply,  and  by  both 
houses  in  an  act  of  appropriation  ;  and  that  no  officer  or  sol- 
dier can  be  punished  for  disobedience,  nor  any  court  martial 
held,  without  the  annual  re-enactment  of  the  mutiny-bill. 
Thus  it  is  strictly  true  that,  if  the  king  were  not  to  summon 
parliament  every  year,  his- army  would  cease  to  have  a  legal 
existence ;  and  the  refusal  of  either  house  to  concur  in  the 
mutiny-bill  would  at  once  wrest  the  sword  out  of  his  grasp. 
By  the  bill  of  rights,  it  is  declared  unlawful  to  keep  any 
forces  in  time  of  peace  without  consent  of  parliament.  This 
consent,  by  an  invariable  and  wholesome  usage,  is  given  only 
from  year  to  year  ;  and  its  necessity  may  be  considered  per- 
haps the  most  powerful  of  those  causes  which  have  transferred 
so  much  even  of  the  executive  power  into  the  management 
of  the  two  houses  of  parliament. 

The  reign  of  William  is  also  distinguished  by  the  provi- 
sions introduced  into  our  law  for  the  security  of  the  ^.^  ^f 
subject  against  iniquitous  condemnations  on  the  *'^^**°"" 
charge  of  high  treason,  and  intended  to  perfect  those  of 
earlier  times,  which  had  proved  insufficient  against  the  par- 
tiality of  judges.  But  upon  this  occasion  it  will  be  necessary 
to  take  up  the  history  of  our  constitutional  law  on  this 
important  head  from  the  beginning. 

In  the  earlier  ages  of  our  law,  the  crime  of  high  treason 
appears  to  have  been  of  a  vague  and  indefinite  nature,  deter- 
mined only  by  such  arbitrary  construction  as  the  circum- 
stances of  each  particular  case  might  suggest.  It  was  held 
treason  to  kill  the  king's  father  or  his  uncle ;  and  Mortimer 
was  attainted  for  accroaching,  as  it  was  called,  royal  power ; 
that  is,  for  keeping  the  administration  in  his  own  hands, 
though  without  violence  towards  the  reigning  prince.  But 
no  people  can  enjoy  a  free  constitution,  unless  an  adequate 
security  is  furnished  by  their  laws  against  this  discretion  of 
judges  in  a  matter  so  closely  connected  with  the  mutual  re- 
lation between  the  government  and  its  subjects.     A  petition 
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was  accordingly  presented  to  Edward  III.  by  one  of  the  best 
parliaments  that  ever  sat,  requesting  that  ^*  whereas  the 
king's  justices  in  different  counties  adjudge  men  indicted 
before  them  to  be  traitors  for  divers  matters  not  known  by 
the.  commons  to  be  treasonable,  the  king  would,  by  his  coun- 
cil, and  the  nobles,  and  learned  men  (les  grands  et  sages)  of 
the  land,  declare  in  parliament  what  should  be  held  for 
treason."  The  answer  to  this  petition  is  in  the  words  of  the 
existing  statute,  which,  as  it  is  by  no  means  so  prolix  as  it  is 
important,  I  shall  place  before  the  reader's  eyes. 

"  Whereas  divers  opinions  have  been  before  this  time  in 

statute  or    ^hat  case  treason  shall  be  said,  and  in  what  not; 

Edward  III.  ^j^g  king,  at  the  request  of  the  lords  and  commons, 
hath  made  a  declaration  in  the  manner  as  hereafter  followed]  ; 
that  is  to  say,  when  a  man  doth  compass  or  imagine  the 
death  of  our  lord  the  king,  of  my  lady  his  queen,  or  of  their 
eldest  son  and  heir  :  or  if  a  man  do  violate  the  king's  com- 
panion or  the  king's  eldest  daughter  unmarried,  or  the  wife 
of  the  king's  eldest  son  and  heir  :  or  if  a  man  do  levy  war 
against  our  lord  the  king  in  his  realm,  or  be  adherent  to  the 
king's  enemies  in  his  realm,  giving  to  them  aid  and  comfort 
in  the  realm  or  elsewhere,  and  thereof  be  proveably  attainted 
of  open  deed  by  people  of  their  condition ;  and  if  a  man 
counterfeit  the  king's  great  or  privy  seal,  or  his  money ;  and 
if  a  man  bring  false  money  into  this  realm,  counterfeit  to  the 
money  of  England,  as  the  money  called  Lusheburg,  or  other 
like  to  the  said  money  of  England,  knowing  the  money  to  he 
false,  to  merchandise  or  make  payment  in  deceipt  of  our  said 
lord  the  king  and  of  his  people ;  and  if  a  man  slay  the  chan- 
cellor, treasurer,  or  the  king's  justices  of  the  one  bench  or  the 
other,  justices  in  eyre,  or  justices  of  assize,  and  all  other 
justices  assigned  to  hear  and  determine,  being  in  their  place 
doing  their  offices ;  and  it  is  to  be  understood,  that  in  the 
cases  above  rehearsed,  it  ought  to  be  judged  treason  which 
extends  to  our  lord  the  king  and  his  royal  majesty.  And  of 
such  treason  the  forfeiture  of  the  escheats  pertaineth  to  our 
lord  the  king,  as  well  of  the  lands  and  tenements  holden  of 
others  as  of  himself."  * 

•  Rot  Pari.  ii.  289.     3  Inst.  1. 
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It  seems  impossible  not  to  observe  that  the  want  of  dis- 
tinct arrangement  natural  to  so  unphilosophical  an 
age,  and  which  renders  many  of  our  old  statutes  uvel^tCTptr 
very  confused,  is  eminently  displayed  in  this  strange 
conjunction  of  offences ;  where  to  counterfeit  the  king's  seal, 
which  might  be  for  the  sake  of  private  fraud,  and  even 
his  coin,  which  must  be  so,  is  ranged  along  with  all  that 
really  endangers  the  established  government,  with  conspiracy 
and  insurrection.  But  this  is  an  objection  of  little  magni- 
tude, compared  with  one  that  arises  out  of  an  omission  in 
enumerating  the  modes  whereby  treason  could  be  committed. 
In  most  other  offences,  the  intention,  however  manifest,  the 
contrivance,  however  deliberate,  the  attempt,  however  ca- 
sually rendered  abortive,  form  so  many  degrees  of  malignity, 
or  at  least  of  mischief,  which  the  jurisprudence  of  most  coun- 
tries, and  none  more,  at  least  formerly,  than  England,  has 
been  accustomed  to  distinguish  from  the  perpetrated  action 
by  awarding  an  inferior  punishment,  or  even  none  at  all. 
Nor  is  this  distinction  merely  founded  on  a  difference  in  the 
moral  indignation  with  which  we  are  impelled  to  regard  an 
inchoate  and  a  consummate  crime,  but  is  warranted  by  a 
principle  of  reason,  since  the  penalties  attached  to  the  com- 
pleted offence  spread  their  terror  over  all  the  machinations 
preparatory  to  it ;  and  he  who  fails  in  his  stroke  has  had  the 
murderer's  fate  as  much  before  his  eyes  as  the  more  dexterous 
assassin.  But  those  who  conspire  against  the  constituted 
government  connect  in  their  sanguine  hope  the  assurance  of 
impunity  with  the  execution  of  their  crime,  and  would  justly 
deride  the  mockery  of  an  accusation  which  could  only  be 
preferred  against  them  when  their  banners  were  unfurled, 
and  their  force  arrayed.  It  is  as  reasonable  therefore,  as  it 
is  conformable  to  the  usages  of  every  country,  to  place  con- 
spiracies against  the  sovereign  power  upon  the  footing  of 
actual  rebellion,  and  to  crush  those  by  the  penalties  of  treason, 
who,  were  the  law  to  wait  for  their  opportunity,  might  silence 
or  pervert  the  law  itself.  Yet  in  this  famous  statute  we  find 
it  only  declared  treasonable  to  compass  or  imagine  the  king's 
death ;  while  no  project  of  rebellion  appears  to  fall  within  the 
letter  of  its  enactments,  unless  it  ripen  into  a  substantive  act 
of  levying  war. 


316      CONSTITUTIONAL    HISTORY    OF   ENGLAND    [Chap.  XV. 

We  may  be,  perhaps,  less  inclined  to  attribute  this  mate- 
rial omission  to  the  laxity  which  has  been  already  remarked 
to  be  usual  in  our  older  laws,  than  to  apprehensions  enter- 
tained by  the  barons  that,  if  a  mere  design  to  levy  war  should 
be  rendered  treasonable,  they  might  be  exposed  to  much  false 
testimony  and  arbitrary  construction.  But  strained  construc- 
tions of  this  very  statute,  if  such  were  their  aim,  they  did 
not  prevent.  Without  adverting  to  the  more  extravagant 
convictions  under  this  statute  in  some  violent  reigns,  it  gra- 
dually became  an  established  doctrine  with  lawyers,  that  a 
conspiracy  to  levy  war  against  the  king's  person,  though  not 
in  itself  a  distinct  treason,  may  be  given  in  evidence  as  an 
overt  act  of  compassing  his  death.  Great  as  the  authorities 
may  be  on  which  this  depends,  and  reasonable  as  it  surely  is 
that  such  offences  should  be  brought  within  the  pale  of  high 
treason,  yet  it  is  almost  necessary  to  confess,  that  this  doctrine 
appears  utterly  irreconcilable  with  any  fair  interpretation  of 
the  statute.  It  has  indeed,  by  some,  been  chiefly  confined  to 
cases  where  the  attempt  meditated  is  directly  against  the 
king's  person,  for  the  purpose  of  deposing  him,  or  of  com- 
pelling him,  while  under  actual  duress,  to  a  change  of  mea- 
sures ;  and  this  was  construed  into  a  compassing  of  his  death, 
since  any  such  violence  must  endanger  his  life,  and  because, 
as  has  been  said,  the  prisons  and  graves  of  princes  are  not 
very  distant.*  But  it  seems  not  very  reasonable  to  found  a 
capital  conviction  on  such  a  sententious  remark  ;  nor  is  it  by 
any  means  true  that  a  design  against  a  king's  life  is  neces- 


*  3  Inst.  12.  1  Ha1c*s  Pleas  of  the  removed  divers  of  her  council,  and  far 
Crown,  120.  Foster,  195.  Coke  lays  it  that  end  did  assembU  a  multitude  of  people : 
down  positively,  p.  14.,  that  a  conspiracy  this  being  raised  to  the  end  aforesaid,  was 
to  levy  war  is  not  high  treason,  as  an  a  sufficient  overt  act  of  compassing  the 
overt  act  of  compassing  the  king's  death,  death  of  the  queen.**  The  earliest  case  b 
'*  For  this  were  to  confound  the  several  that  of  Storie,  who  was  convicted  of  com- 
classes  or  membra  dividentia.'*  Hale  passing  the  queen's  death  on  evidence  of 
objects  that  Coke  himself  cites  the  case  exciting  a  foreign  power  to  invade  the 
of  lords  Essex  and  Southampton,  which  kingdom.  But  he  was  very  obnoxious ; 
seems  to  contradict  that  opinion.  But  it  and  the  precedent  is  not  good.  Hale,  12S. 
may  be  answered,  in  the  first  place,  that  It  is  also  held  that  an  actual  levjring 
a  conspiracy  to  levy  war  was  made  high  war  may  be  laid  as  an  overt  act  of  corn- 
treason  during  the  life  of  Elizabeth  ;  and  passing  the  king's  death,  which  indeed 
secondly,  that  Coke's  words  as  to  that  follows  a  fortiori  from  the  former  propo- 
case  are,  that  they  "  intended  to  go  to  the  sition ;  provided  it  be  not  a  constructive 
court  where  the  queen  was,  and  to  have  rebellion,  but  one  really  directed  against 
takan  her  into  their  power,  and  to  have  the  royal  authority.     Hale,  123, 
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sarily  to  be  inferred  from  the  attempt  to  get  possession  of  his 
person.  So  far  indeed  is  this  from  being  a  general  rule,  that 
in  a  multitude  of  instances,  especially  during  the  minority  or 
imbecility  of  a  king,  the  purposes  of  conspirators  would  be 
wholly  defeated  by  the  death  of  the  sovereign  whose  name 
they  designed  to  employ.  But  there  is  still  less  pretext  for 
applying  the  same  construction  to  schemes  of  insurrection, 
when  the  royal  person  is  not  directly  the  object  of  attack, 
and  where  no  circumstance  indicates  any  hostile  intention 
towards  his  safety.  This  ample  extension  of  so  penal  a 
statute  was  first  given,  if  I  am  not  mistaken,  by  the  judges 
in  1663,  on  occasion  of  a  meeting  by  some  persons  at  Farley 
Wood  in  Yorkshire*,  in  order  to  concert  measures  for  a 
rising.  But  it  was  afterwards  confirmed  in  Harding's  case, 
immediately  after  the  revolution,  and  has  been  repeatedly 
laid  down  from  the  bench  in  subsequent  proceedings  for  trea- 
son, as  well  as  in  treatises  of  very  great  authority,  t  It  has 
therefore  all  the  weight  of  established  precedent ;  yet  I  ques- 
tion wjifithgr  another  instance  _can_be  found  in  our  juris- 
prudence of  giving  Vo  Targe  a  constructi6nriiot~icmly^to  a 
penal,  but  to  any  other  statute.  I  Nor  does  it  speak  in  favour 
of  this  construction,  that  temporary  laws  have  been  enacted 
on  various  occasions  to  render  a  conspiracy  to  levy  war  trea- 
sonable ;  for  which  purpose,  according  to  this  current  doc- 
trine, the  statute  of  Edward  III.  needed  no  supplemental 
provision.  Such  acts  were  passed  under  Elizabeth,  Charles  II., 


*  Hale,  121.  ^  ^^  ^^^  whole  series  of  authorities, 

t  Foster's  Discourse  on  High  Treason,  however,  on  this  subject,  it  will  be  found 

196.     State  Trials,  xii.  646.  790.818.;  that  the  probable  danger  to  the  king's 

xiiL  62.  (sir  John  Friend's  case)  et  alibi,  safety  from    rebellion  was  the  ground- 

This  important  question  having  arisen  on  work  upon  which  this  constructive  trea- 

lord  Russeirs  trial,  gave  rise  to  a  contro-  son  rested ;  nor  did  either  Hale  or  Forster, 

veny  between  two  eminent  lawyers,  sir  Pemberton  or  Holt,  ever  dream  that  any 

Bartholomew    Shower   aiid    sir  Robert  other  death  was  intended  by  the  statute 

Atkins ;    the   former   maintaining,   the  than  that  of  nature.     It  was  reserved  for 

latter  denying,   that  a  conspiracy  to  de-  a  modern  crown  lawyer  to  resolve  this 

pose  the  king  and  to  seize  his  guards  was  language  into  a  metaphysical  personifica- 

an  overt  act  of  compassing  his  death,  tion,  and  to  argue  that  the  king's  person 

State  Trials,  iz.  719.  818.  being  interwoven  with  the  state,  and  its 

See  also  Phillipps's  State  Trials,  ii.  39.  sole  representative,  any  conspiracy  against 

78. ;  a  work  to  which  1  might  have  re-  the  constitution  must  of  its  own  nature 

ferred  in  other  places,  and  which  shows  be  a  conspiracy  against  his  life.     State 

the   well-known  judgment   and  impar-  Trials,  xxiv.  1183. 
tiality  of  the  author. 
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and  George  III.,  each  of  them  limited  to  the  existing  reign.* 
But  it  is  very  seldom  that,  in  an  hereditary  monarchy,  the 
reigning  prince  ought  to  be  secured  by  any  peculiar  pro- 
visions ;  and  though  the  remarkable  circumstances  of  Eliza- 
beth's situation  exposed  her  government  to  unusual  perils, 
there  seems  an  air  of  adulation  or  absurdity  in  the  two  latter 
instances.  Finally,  the  act  of  57  G.  3.  c.  6.  has  confirmed,  if 
not  extended,  what  stood  on  rather  a  precarious  basis,  and 
rendered  perpetual  that  of  36  G.  3.  c.  7m  which  enacts,  "  that, 
if  any^erson"or~persoiis  whatsoever,  during  the  life  of  the 
king,  and  until  the  end  of  the  next  session  of  parliament  after 
a  demise  of  the  crown,  shall,  within  the  realm  or  without, 
compass,  imagine,  invent,  devise,  or  intend  death  or  destruc- 
tion, or  any  bodily  harm  tending  to  death  or  destruction, 
maim  or  wounding,  imprisonment  or  restraint  of  the  person 
of  the  same  our  sovereign  lord  the  king,  his  heirs  and  suc- 
cessors, or  to  deprive  or  depose  him  or  them  from  the  style, 
honour,  or  kingly  name  of  the  imperial  crown  of  this  realm, 
or  of  any  other  of  his  majesty's  dominions  or  countries,  or  to 
levy  war  against  his  majesty,  his  heirs  and  successors,  within 
this  realm,  in  order,  by  force  or  constraint,  to  compel  him  or 
them  to  change  his  or  their  measures  or  counsels,  or  in  order 
to  put  any  force  or  constraint  upon,  or  to  intimidate  or  over- 
awe, both  houses,  or  either  house  of  parliament,  or  to  move 
or  stir  any  foreigner  or  stranger  with  force  to  invade  this 
realm,  or  any  other  his  majesty's  dominions  or  countries 
under  the  obeisance  of  his  majesty,  his  heirs  and  successors ; 
and  such  compassings,  imaginations,  inventions,  devices,  and 
intentions,  or  any  of  them,  shall  express,  utter,  or  declare, 
by  publishing  any  printing  or  writing,  or  by  any  overt  act  or 
deed ;  being  legally  convicted  thereof  upon  the  oaths  of  two 
lawful  and  credible  witnesses,  shall  be  adjudged  a  traitor,  and 
suffer  as  in  cases  of  high  treason." 

This  from  henceforth  will  become  our  standard  of  law  in 
cases  of  treason,  instead  of  the  statute  of  Edward  III.,  the 
latterly  received  interpretations  of  which  it  sanctions  and 
embodies.  But  it  is  to  be  noted  as  the  doctrine  of  our  most 
approved  authorities,  that  a  conspiracy  for  many  purposes 

•  J3  Eliz.  c.  I.  ;  13  Car.  2.  c.  1.  ;  36  G.  S.  c.  7. 
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which,  if  carried  into  effect,  would  incur  the  guilt  of  treason, 
will  not  of  itself  amount  to  it.  The  constructive  interpreta^ 
tion  of  compassing  the  king's  death  appears  only  applicable  to 
conspiracies,  whereof  the  intent  is  to  depose  or  to  use  personal 
compulsion  towards  him,  or  to  usurp  the  administration  of 
his  government.*  But  though  insurrections  in  order  to  throw 
down  all  enclosures,  to  alter  the  established  law  or  change 
religion,  or  in  general  for  the  reformation  of  alleged  griev- 
ances of  a  public  nature,  wherein  the  insurgents  have  no 
special  interests,  are  in  themselves  treasonable,  yet  the  pre- 
vious concert  and  conspiracy  for  such  purpose  could,  under 
the  statute  of  Edward  III.,  only  pass  for  a  misdemeanour. 
Hence,  while  it  has  been  positively  laid  down,  that  an  attempt 
by  intimidation  and  ^olence  to  force  the  repeal  of  a  law  is 
high  treason  t,  though  directed  rather  against  the  two  houses 
of  parliament  than  the  king's  person,  the  judges  did  not 
venture  to  declare  that  a  mere  conspiracy  and  consultation  to 
raise  a  force  for  that  purpose  would  amount  to  that  offence,  t 
But  the  statutes  of  36j&.52L^3.  determine  the  intention 
to  levy  war,  in  order  to  put  any  Torce"  upon  or  to  intimidate 
either  house  of  parliament,  manifested  by  any  overt  act,  to 
be  treason,  and  so  far  have  undoubtedly  extended  the  scope  of 
the  law.  We  may  hope  that  so  ample  a  legislative  declara- 
tion on  the  law  of  treason  will  put  an  end  to  the  preposterous 
interpretations  which  have  found  too  much  countenance  on 
some  not  very  distant  occasions.  The  crime  of  compassing 
and  imagining  the  king's  death  nmst  be  manifested  by  some 
overt  act ;  that  is,  there  must  be  something  done  in  execu- 
tion of  a  traitorous  purpose.  For,  as  no  hatred  towards  the 
person  of  the  sovereign,  nor  any  longings  for  his  death,  are 
the  imagination  which  the  law  here  intends,  it  seems  to  fol- 
low that  loose  words  or  writings,  in  which  such  hostile 
feelings  may  be  embodied,  unconnected  with  any  positive 
design,  cannot  amount  to  treason.  It  is  now  therefore 
generally  agreed,  that  no  words  will  constitute  that  offence, 
unless  as  evidence  of  some  overt  act  of  treason ;  and  the 


•  Hale,  123.     Foster,  213.  t  Hardy's  case,  Id.  xxiv.  S08.     The 

f  Lord  George  Gordon's  case,  State     language  of  chief  justice  Eyre  is  suffi- 
Trials,  xxi.  649.  ciently  remarkable. 
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same  appears  clearly  to  be  the  case  with  respect  at  least  to 
unpublished  writings.* 

The  second  clause  of  the  statute,  or  that  which  declares 
the  levying  of  war  against  the  king  within  the  realm  to  be 
treason,  has  given  rise,  in  some  instances,  to  constructions 
hardly  less  strained  than  those  upon  compassing  his  death. 
It  would  indeed  be  a  very  narrow  interpretation,  as  little 
required  by  the  letter  as  warranted  by  the  reason  of  this  law, 
to  limit  the  expression  of  levying  war  to  rebellions,  whereof 
the  deposition  of  the  sovereign,  or  subversion  of  his  govern- 
ment, should  be  the  deliberate  object.  Force,  unlawfully  di- 
rected against  the  supreme  authority,  constitutes  this  offence  ; 
nor  could  it  have  been  admitted  as  an  excuse  for  the  wild 
attempt  of  the  earl  of  Essex,  on  this  cl)^ge  of  levying  war, 
that  his  aim  was  not  to  injure  the  queen's  person,  but  to  drive 
his  adversaries  from  her  presence.  The  only  questions  as  to 
this  kind  of  treason  are ;  first,  what  shall  be  understood 
by  force  ?  and,  secondly,  where  it  shall  be  construed  to  be 
directed  against  the  government  ?  And  the  solution  of  both 
these,  upon  consistent  principles,  must  so  much  depend  on 
the  circumstances  which  vary  the  character  of  almost  every 
case,  that  it  seems  natural  to  distrust  the  general  maxims  that 
have  been  delivered  by  lawyers.  Many  decisions  in  cases  of 
treason  before  the  revolution  were  made  by  men  so  servile 
and  corrupt,  they  violate  so  grossly  all  natural  right  and  all 
reasonable  interpretation  of  law,  that  it  has  generally  been 
accounted  among  the  most  important  benefits  of  that  event  to 
have  restored  a  purer  administration  of  criminal  justice.  But, 
though  the  memory  of  those  who  pronounced  these  decisions 
is  stigmatized,  their  authority,  so  far  from  being  abrogated, 
has  influenced  later  and  better  men ;  and  it  is  rather  an  un- 
fortunate circumstance,  that  precedents  which,  from  the  cha- 
racter of  the  times  when  they  occurred,  would  lose  at  present 


*  Foster,  198.     He  seems  to  concur  in  Pleas  of  Crown,  118.     But  this  is  inde- 

Hale's  opinion,  that  words  which  being  finitely  expressed,  the  words  marked  as 

spoken  will  not  amount  to  an  overt  act  a  quotation  looking  like  a  truism,  and 

to  make  good  an  indictment  for  compass-  contrary  to  the  first  part  of  the  sentence ; 

ing  the  king's  death,  yet  if  reduced  into  and  the  case  of  Williams,  under  James  I., 

writing,  and  published,  will  make  such  which  Hale  cites  in  corroboration  of  this, 

an  overt  act,  "  if  the  matters  contained  in  will  hardly  be  approved  by  any  constitu- 

them  import  such  a  compassing."    Hale's  tional  lawyer. 
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all  respect,  having  been  transfused  into  text-books,  and  formed 
perhaps  the  sole  basis  of  subsequent  decisions,  are  still  in  not 
a  few  points  the  invisible^ foundation  of  our  law>^.  No  lawyer, 
I  conceive,  prosecuting  for  higlir  treason  iii  this  age,  would 
rely  on  the  case  of  the  duke  of  Norfolk  under  Elizabeth,  or 
that  of  Williams  under  James  I.,  or  that  of  Benstead  under 
Charles  I. ;  but  he  would  certainly  not  fail  to  dwell  on  the 
authorities  of  sir  Edward  Coke  and  sir  Matthew  Hale.    Yet     \ 
these  eminent  men,  and  especially  the  latter,  aware  that  our     \ 
law  is  mainly  built  on  adjudged  precedent,  and  not  daring  to      ] 
reject  that  which  they  would  not  have  themselves  asserted, 
will  be  found  to  have  rather  timidly  exercised  their  judgment 
in  the  construction  of  this  statute,  yielding  a  deference  to 
former  authority  which  we  have  transferred  to  their  own. 

These  observations  are  particularly  applicable  to  that  dass 
of  cases  so  repugnant  to  the  general  understanding  of  man- 
kind, and,  I  believe,  of  most  lawyers,  wherein  trifling  insur- 
rections for  the  purpose  of  destroying  brothels  or  meetings* 
houses  have  been  held  treasonable  under  the  clause  of  levying 
war.  Nor  does  there  seem  any  ground  for  the  defence  which 
has  been  made  for  this  construction,  by  taking  a  distinction, 
that  although  a  rising  to  effect  a  partial  end  by  force  is  only 
a  riot,  yet,  where  a  general  purpose  of  the  kind  is  in  view  it 
becomes  rebellion;  and  thus,  though  to  pull  down  the  enclo- 
sures in  a  single  manor  be  not  treason  against  the  king,  yet 
to  destroy  all  enclosures  throughout  the  kingdom  would  be 
an  infringement  of  his  sovereign  power.  For,  however  solid 
this  distinction  may  be,  yet  in  the  class  of  cases  to  which 
I  allude,  this  general  purpose  was  neither  attempted  to  be 
made  out  in  evidence,  nor  rendered  probable  by  the  circum- 
stances; nor  was  the  distinction  ever  taken  upon  the  several 
trials.  A  few  apprentices  rose  in  London  in  the  reign  of 
Charles  IL,  and  destroyed  some  brothels.*  A  mob  of  water- 
men and  others,  at  the  time  of  SacheverelFs  impeachment,  set 
on  fire  several  dissenting  meeting-houses.t   Every  thing  like 

•  Hale,  134.      State  Ttklii,  vi.  879.  zv.  520.     Foster,  213.     A  rabble  bad 

It  is  obserrable  tliat  Hale  bimself,  as  attended  Sacheverell  from  Westminster 

chief   baron,   differed  from    the    other  to  his  lodgings  in  the  Temple.    Some 

judges  in  this  case.  among  them  proposed  to  pull  down  the 

i*  This  b  the    well-known    case   of  meeting-houses;  a  cry  was  raised,  and 

Damaree   and  Purchase,    State   Trials,  several  of  these  were  destroyed.    It  ap-- 

VOL.  II.  Y 
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a  formal  attack  on  the  established  government  is  so  much 
excluded  in  these  instances  by  the  very  nature  of  the  offence 
and  the  means  of  the  offenders,  that  it  is  impossible  to  with- 
hold our  reprobation  from  the  original  decision,  upon  which, 
with  too  much  respect  for  unreasonable  and  unjust  authority, 
the  later  cases  have  been  established.  These  indeed  still 
continue  to  be  cited  as  law ;  but  it  is  much  to  be  doubted 
whether  a  conviction  for  treason  will  ever  again  be  obtained, 
or  even  sought  for,  under  similar  circumstances.  One  reason 
indeed  for  this,  were  there  no  weight  in  any  other,  might 
suffice ;  the  punishment  of  tumultuous  risings,  attended  with 
violence,  has  been  rendered  capital  by  the  riot  act  of  George  I. 
and  other  statutes ;  so  that,  in  the  present  state  of  the  law, 
it  is  generally  more  advantageous  for  the  government  to  treat 
such  an  offence  as  felony  than  as  treason. 

It  might  for  a  moment  be  doubted,  upon  the  statute  of 
Edward  VI.,  whether  the  two  witnesses  whom  the  act  re- 
quires must  not  depose  to  the  same  overt  acts  of  treason. 
But,  as  this  would  give  an  undue  security  to  conspirators,  so 
it  is  not  necessarily  implied  by  the  expression  ;  nor  would  it 
be  indeed  the  most  unwarrantable  latitude  that  has  been  given 
to  this  branch  of  penal  law,  to  maintain  that  two  witnesses 
to  any  distinct  acts  comprised  in  the  same  indictment  would 
satisfy  the  letter  of  this  enactment.  But  a  more  wholesome 
distinction  appears  to  have  been  taken  before  the  revolution, 
statute  of  ^"d  is  cstabHshed  by  the  statute  of  William,  that, 
William  III.  although  different  overt  acts  may  be  proved  by  two 
witnesses,  they  must  relate  to  the  same  species  of  treason,  so 
that  one  witness  to  an  alleged  act  of  compassing  the  king^s 
death  cannot  be  conjoined  with  another  deposing  to  an  act  of 


peared  to  be  their  intention  to  pull  down 
all  within  their  reach.  Upon  this  overt 
act  of  levying  war  the  prisoners  were 
convicted ;  some  of  the  judges  diflfering 
as  to  one  of  them,  but  merely  on  the 
application  of  the  evidence  to  his  case. 
Nothwithstanding  this  solemn  decision, 
and  the  approbation  with  which  sir 
Michael  Foster  has  stamped  it,  some  dif- 
ficulty would  arise  in  distinguishing  this 
case,  as  reported,  from  many  indictments 
under  the  riot  act  for  mere  felony ;  and 
^specially  from  those  of  the  Birmingham 


rioters  in  1791»  where  the  similarity  of 
motives,  though  the  mischief  in  the  latter 
instance  was  far  more  extensive,  would 
naturally  have  suggested  the  same  species 
of  prosecution  as  was  adopted  against 
Damaree  and  Purchase.  It  may  be  re- 
marked that  neither  of  these  men  was 
executed;  which,  notwithstanding  the 
sarcastic  observation  of  Foster,  might 
possibly  be  owing  to  an  opinion,  which 
every  one  but  a  lawyer  must  have  enter- 
tained, that  their  ofifence  did  not  amount 
to  treason. 
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levying  war,  in  order  to  make  up  the  required  number.*  As 
for  the  practice  of  courts  of  justice  before  the  restoration, 
it  was  so  much  at  variance  with  all  principles,  that  few 
prisoners  were  allowed  the  benefit  of  this  statute  t ;  sue* 
eeeding  judges  fortunately  deviated  more  from  their  pre* 
decessors  in  the  method  of  conducting  trials  than  they  have 
thought  themselves  at  liberty  to  do  in  laying  down  rules  of 
law. 

Nothing  had  brought  so  much  disgrace  on  the  councils  of 
government  and  on  the  administration  of  justice,  nothing  had 
more  forcibly  spoken  the  necessity  of  a  great  change,  than  the 
prosecutions  for  treason  during  the  latter  years  of  Charles  II., 
and  in  truth  during  the  whole  course  of  our  legal  history. 
The  statutes  of  Edward  III.  and  Edward  VL,  almost  set 
aside  by  sophistical  constructions,  required  the  corroboration 
of  some  more  explicit  law ;  and  some  peculiar  securities 
were  demanded  for  innocence  against  that  conspiracy  of  the 
court  with  the  prosecutor  which  is  so  much  to  be  dreaded  in 
all  trials  for  political  crimes.  Hence  the  attainders  of  Rus- 
sell, Sidney,  Cornish,  and  Armstrong  were  reversed  by  the 
convention-parliament  without  opposition ;  and  men  attached 
to  Uberty  and  justice,  whether  of  the  whig  or  tory  name, 
were  anxious  to  prevent  any  future  recurrence  of  those 
iniquitous  proceedings,  by  which  the  popular  frenzy  at  one 
time,  the  wickedness  of  the  court  at  another,  and  in  each 
instance  with  the  co-operation  of  a  servile  bench  of  judges, 
had  sullied  the  honour  of  English  justice.  A  better  tone  of 
political  sentiment  had  begun  indeed  to  prevail,  and  the 
spirit  of  the  people  must  ever  be  a  more  effectual  security 
than  the  virtue  of  the  judges ;  yet,  even  after  the  revolution, 
if  no  unjust  or  illegal  convictions  in  cases  of  treason  can  be 
imputed  to  our  tribunals,  there  was  still  not  a  little  of  that 
rudeness  towards  the  prisoner,  and  manifestation  of  a  desire 
to  interpret  all  things  to  his  prejudice,  which  had  been  more 
grossly  displayed  by  the  bench  under  Charles  II.  The 
Jacobites,  against  whom  the  law  now  directed  its  terrors,  as 
loudly  complained  of  Treby  and  Pollexfen,  as  the  whigs 
had  of  Scroggs  and  Jefferies,  and  weighed  the  convictions 

W.  3.  c  S.  §  4.    Foster,  257.  t  Foster,  234. 
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of  Ashton  and  Anderton  against  those  of  Russell  and 
Sidney.* 

Ashton  was  a  gentleman,  who,  in  company  with  lord 
Preston,  was  seized  in  endeavouring  to  go  over  to  France 
with  an  invitation  from  the  Jacobite  party.  The  contempo- 
pary  writers  on  that  side,  and  some  historians  who  incline  to 
it,  have  represented  his  conviction  as  grounded  upon  insuffi- 
cient, because  only  upon  presumptive,  evidence.  It  is  true 
that  in  most  of  our  earlier  cases  of  treason,  treasonable  facts 
have  been  directly  proved ;  whereas  it  was  left  to  the  jury  in 
that  of  Ashton,  whether  they  were  satisfied  of  his  acquaint- 
ance with  the  contents  of  certain  papers  taken  on  his  person. 
There  does  not,  however,  seem  to  be  any  reason  why  pre- 
sumptive inferences  are  to  be  rejected  in  charges  of  treason, 
or  why  they  should  be  drawn  with  more  hesitation  than  in 
other  grave  offences  ;  and  if  this  be  admitted,  there  can  be 
no  doubt  that  the  evidence  against  Ashton  was  such  as  is 
ordinarily  reckoned  conclusive.  It  is  stronger  than  that 
offered  for  the  prosecution  against  O'Quigley  at  M sddstone 
in  1798,  a  case  of  the  closest  resemblance  ;  and  yet  I  am 
not  aware  that  the  verdict  in  that  instance  was  thought  open 
to  censure.  No  judge,  however,  in  modem  times,  would 
question,  much  less  reply  upon,  the  prisoner,  as  to  material 
points  of  his  defence,  as  Holt  and  Pollexfen  did  in  this  trial; 
the  practice  of  a  neighbouring  kingdom,  which,  in  our  more 
advanced  sense  of  equity  and  candour,  we  are  agreed  to 
condemii.t 

It  is  perhaps  less  easy  to  justify  the  conduct  of  chief  justice 
Treby  in  the  trial  of  Anderton  for  printing  a  treasonable 
pamphlet.  The  testimony  came  very  short  of  satisSeu^tory 
proof,  according   to  the  established  rules  of  English  law. 


*  **  Would  you  have  trials  secured  ?  ** 
says  the  author  of  the  Jacobite  Principles 
vindicated.  (Somers  Tracts,  10*  526.) 
"  It  is  the  interest  of  all  parties  care 
should  be  taken  about  them,  or  all  parties 
will  suffer  in  their  turns.  Plunket,  and 
Sidney,  -and  Ashton  were  doubtless  all 
murdered,  though  they  were  never  so 
guilty  of  the  crimes  wherewith  they  were 
charged^  the  one  tried  twice,  the  other 
found  guilty  upon  one  evidence,  and  the 


last  upon  nothing  but  presumptive  proof.*' 
Even  the  prostitute  lawyer,  sir  Bartho- 
lomew Shower,  had  the  assurance  to 
complain  of  uncertainty  in  the  law  of 
treason.  Id.  572.  And  Roger  North,  10 
his  Examen,  p.  411.,  labours  hard  to 
show  that  the  evidence  in  Ashton*8  case 
was  slighter  than  in  Sidney's. 

t  State  Trials,  xii.  646.  —See  668. 
and  799. 
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though  by  no  means  such  as  men  in'  general  would  slight; 
It  chiefly  consisted  of  a  comparison  between  the  characters  of 
a  printed  work  found  concealed  in  his  lodgings  and  certain 
types  belonging  to  his  press ;  a  comparison  manifestly  less 
admissible  than  that  of  hand-writing,  which  is  always  re- 
jectedy  and  indeed  totally  inconsistent  with  the  rigour  of 
English  proof.  Besides  the  common  objections  made  to  a 
comparison  of  hands,  and  which  apply  more  forcibly  to 
printed  characters,  it  is  manifest  that  types  cast  in  the  same 
font  must  always  be  exactly  similar.  But,  on  the  other 
hand,  it  seems  unreasonable  absolutely  to  exclude,  as  our 
courts  haye  done,  the  comparison  of  hand-writing  as  inad- 
missible evidence ;  a  rule  which  is  every  day  eluded  by  fresh 
rules,  not  much  more  rational  in  themselves,  which  have  been 
invented  to  get  rid  of  its  inconvenience.  There  seems,  how- 
ever, much  danger  in  the  construction  which  draws  printed 
libels,  unconnected  with  any  conspiracy,  within  the  pale  of 
treason,  and  especially  the  treason  of  compassing  the  king's 
death,  unless  where  they  directly  tended  to  his  assassination. 
No  later  authority  can,  as  far  as  I  remember,  be  adduced 
for  the  prosecution  of  any  libel  as  treasonable,  mider  the 
statute  of  Edward  III.  But  the  pamphlet  for  which  Ander- 
ton  was  convicted  was  certainly  full  of  the  most  audacious 
jacobitism,  and  might  perhaps  fall,  by  no  unfair  construction, 
within  the  charge  of  adhering  to  the  king's  enemies ;  since 
no  one  could  be  more  so  than  James,  whose  design  of  invad* 
ing  the  realm  had  been  frequently  avowed  by  himself,* 

A  bill  for  regulating  trials  upon  charges  of  high  treason 
passed  the  commons  with  slight  resistance  from  the  crown 
lawyers  in  1691.  t  The  lords  introduced  a  provision  in  their 
own  favour,  that  upon  the  trial  of  a  peer  in  the  court  of  the 
high  steward,  all  such  as  were  entitled  to  vote  should  be 
regularly  summoned ;  it  having  been  the  practice  to  select 
twenty-diree  at  the  discretion  of  the  crown.  Those  who 
wished  to  hinder  the  bill  availed  themselves  of  the  jealousy 

*  State  Trials,  xii.  1245.   Ralph,  420.  vented  for  a  century  afterwards.   Accord*     \ 

Somers  Tracts,   z.  472.     'llie  Jacobites  ing  to  this  rule,  it  could  not  be  treason      ^ 

took  a  very  frivolous  objection  to  the  to  shoot  the  king  with  a  pistol,  or  poison 

conviction   of  Anderton,   that    printing  him  with  an  American  drug, 
could  not  be  treason  within  the  "^'tatute        f  Pari.  Hist.  v.  698. 
of  Edward  III.,  because  it  was  not  in- 
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which  the  commons  in  that  age  entertained  of  the  upper 
house  of  parliament,  and  persuaded  them  to  disagree  with 
this  just  and  reasonable  amendment.*  It  fell  to  the  ground 
therefore  on  this  occasion ;  and,  though  more  than  once 
revived  in  subsequent  sessions,  the  same  difference  between 
the  two  houses  continued  to  be  insuperable.t  In  the  new 
parliament  that  met  in  169^9  the  commons  had  the  good 
sense  to  recede  from  an  irrational  jealousy.  Notwithstanding 
the  reluctance  of  the  ministry,  for  which  perhaps  the  very 
dangerous  position  of  the  king^s  government  furnishes  an 
apology,  this  excellent  statute  was  enacted  as  an  additional 
guarantee  (in  such  bad  times  as  might  again  occur)  to  those 
who  are  prominent  in  their  country's  cause,  against  the  great 
danger  of  false  accusers  and  iniquitous  judges,  t  It  provides 
that  all  persons  indicted  for  high  treason  shall  have  a  copy  of 
their  indictment  delivered  to  them  five  days  before  their  trial, 
a  period  extended  by  a  subsequent  act  to  ten  days,  and  a  copy 
of  the  panel  of  jurors  two  days  before  their  trial ;  that  they 
shall  be  allowed  to  have  their  witnesses  examined  on  oath, 
and  to  make  their  defence  by  counsel.  It  clears  up  any 
doubt  that  could  be  pretended  on  the  statute  of  Edward  VI., 
by  requiring  two  witnesses,  either  both  to  the  same  overt  act, 
or  the  first  to  one,  the  second  to  another  overt  act  of  the 
same  treason,  (that  is,  the  same  kind  of  treason,)  unless  the 
party  shall  voluntarily  confess  the  charge.  §  It  limits  prose- 
cutions for  treason  to  the  term  of  three  years,  except  in  the 
case  of  an  attempted  assassination  on  the  king.  It  includes 
the  contested  provision  for  the  trial  of  peers  by  all  who  have 
a  right  to  sit  and  vote  in  parliament.  A  later  statute,  7  Anne, 
c.  21.,  which  may  be  mentioned  here  as  the  complement  of 
the  former,  has  added  a  peculiar  privilege  to  the  accused, 

*  ParL  Hist  v.  675.  were  consulted  whether  they  could  be  in- 

t  Id.  712.  737.      Commons*  Journal,  dieted  for  a  high  misdemeanour  on  this 

Feb.  8. 1695.  single  testimony,  as  Hampden  had  been 

i  Pari.  Hist.  965.    Journal,  17th  Feb.  in  1685 ;  the  attorney- general  Treby  main- 

1696.     Stat.  7  W.  3.  e.  3.     Though  the  taining  this  to  be  lawful.     Four  of  the 

court  opposed  this  bill,  it  was  certainly  judges  were  positively  against  this,  two 

favoured  by  the  sealous  whigs  as  much  more  doubtfully  the  same  way,  one  alto- 

as  by  the  opposite  party.  gether  doubtful,   and  three   in    favour 

§  When  several  persons  of  distinction  of  it     The  scheme  was  very  properly 

were  arrested  on  account  of  a  Jacobite  con-  abandoned;    and  at  present,  I  suppose, 

spiracy  in  1690,  there  was  but  one  wit-  nothing  can  be  more  established  than  the 

ness  against  some  of  them.     The  judges  negative.     Dalrymple,  Append.  186. 
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hardly  less  material  than  any  of  the  rest.  Ten  days  before 
the  trial,  a  list  of  the  witnesses  intended  to  be  brought  for 
proving  the  indictment,  with  their  professions  and  places  of 
abode,  must  be  delivered  to  the  prisoner,  along  with  the  copy 
of  the  indictment.  The  operation  of  this  clause  was  suspended 
till  after  the  death  of  the  pretended  prince  of  Wales. 

Notwithstanding  a  hasty  remark  of  Burnet,  that  the  design 
of  this  bill  seemed  to  be  to  make  men  as  safe  in  all  treason* 
able  practices  as  possible,  it  ought  to  be  considered  a  valuable 
accession  to  our  constitutional  law ;  and  no  part,  I  think,  of 
either  statute  will  be  reckoned  inexpedient,  when  we  reflect 
lipon  the  history  of  all  nations,  and  more  especially  of  our 
own.  The  history  of  all  nations,  and  more  especially  of  our 
own,  in  the  fresh  recollection  of  those  who  took  a  share  in 
these  acts,  teaches  us  that  false  accusers  are  always  encouraged 
by  a  bad  government,  and  may  easily  deceive  a  good  one.  A 
prompt  belief  in  the  spies  whom  they  perhaps  necessarily 
employ,  in  the  voluntary  informers  who  dress  up  probable 
falsehoods,  is  so  natural  and  constant  in  the  offices  of  mi- 
nisters, that  the  best  are  to  be  heard  with  suspicion  when 
they  bring  forward  such  testimony.  One  instance,  at  least, 
had  occurred  since  the  revolution,  of  charges  unquestionably 
false  in  their  specific  details,  preferred  against  men  of  emi- 
nence by  impostors  who  panted  for  the  laurels  of  Oates  and 
Turberville.*  And,  as  men  who  are  accused  of  conspiracy 
against  a  government  are  generally  such  as  are  beyond 
question  disaffected  to  it,  the  indiscriminating  temper  of  the 
prejudging  people,  from  whom  juries  must  be  taken,  is  as 
much  to  be  apprehended,  when  it  happens  to  be  favourable  to 
authority,  as  that  of  the  government  itself;  ^and  requires  as 
much  the  best  securities,  imperfect  as  the  best  are,  which 
prudence  and  patriotism  can  ftirnish  to  innocence.  That  the 
prisoner's  witnesses  should  be  examined  on  oath  will  of  course 
not  be  disputed,  since  by  a  subsequent  statute  that  strange 
and  unjust  anomaly  in  our  criminal  law  has  been  removed 
in  all  cases  as  well  as  in  treason ;  but  the  judges  had  some- 
times not  been  ashamed  to  point  out  to  the  jury,  in  deroga- 
tion of  the  credit  of  those  whom  a  prisoner  called  in  his 

•  State  Trials,  xii.  1051. 
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behalf,  that  they  were  not  speaking  under  the  same  sanction 
as  those  for  the  crown.  It  was  not  less  reasonable  that  the 
defence  should  be  conducted  by  counsel ;  since  that  excuse 
which  is  often  made  for  denying  the  assistance  of  counsel 
on  charges  of  felony,  namely,  the  moderation  of  prosecutors 
and  the  humanity  of  the  bench,  could  never  be  urged  in 
those  political  accusations  wherein  the  advocates  for  the  pro- 
secution contend  with  all  their  strength  for  victory;  and 
the  impartiality  of  the  court  is  rather  praised  when  it  is 
found  than  relied  upon  beforehand.*  Nor  does  there  lie, 
perhaps,  any  sufficient  objection  even  to  that  which  many 
dislike,  which  is  more  questionable  than  the  rest,  the  furnish- 
ing a  list  of  the  witnesses  to  the  prisoner,  when  we  set  on 
the  other  side  the  danger  of  taking  away  innocent  lives  by 
the  testimony  of  suborned  and  infamous  men,  and  remember 
also  that  a  guilty  person  can  rarely  be  ignorant  of  those  w^ho 
will  bear  witness  against  him ;  or  if  he  could,  that  he  may 
always  discover  those  who  have  been  examined  before  the 
grand  jury. 

The  subtlety  of  crown  lawyers  in  drawing  indictments  for 
treason,  and  sometimes  the  willingness  of  judges  to  favour 
such  prosecutions,  have  considerably  eluded  the  chief  difficul- 
ties which  the  several  statutes  appear  to  throw  in  their  way. 
The  government  has  at  least  had  no  reason  to  complain  that 
the  construction  of  those  enactments  has  been  too  rigid.  The 
overt  acts  laid  in  the  indictment  are  expressed  so  generally 
that  they  give  sometimes  little  insight  into  the  particular  cir- 
cumstances to  be  adduced  in  evidence ;  and,  though  the  act 
of  William  is  positive  that  no  evidence  shall  be  given  of  any 
overt  act  not  laid  in  the  indictment,  it  has  been  held  allow- 
able, and  is  become  the  constant  practice,  to  bring  forward 
such  evidence,  not  as  substantive  charges,  but  on  the  pretence 

*  The  dexterity  with  which  lord  Shaf-  Shaftesbury.     But  Johnson,  in  the  Lives 

tesbury  (the  author  of  the  Characteris-  of  the  Poets  has,  through  inadverteoce, 

tics),  at  that  time  in  the  house  of  com-  as  I  be1ieve,given  lord  Halifax  (Montagu) 

mons,   turned  a    momentary   confusion  the  credit  of  it ;  and  some  have  ance  fol- 

which  came  upon  him  while  speaking  on'*  lowed  him.     As  a  complete  refutation  of 

this  bill,  into  an  argument  for  extending  this  mistake,  it  is  sufficient  to  say  that 

the  aid  of  counsel  to  those  who  might  so  Mr.  Montagu  oppwtd  the  bill.   His  name 

much  more  naturally  be  embarrassed  on  appears  as  a  teller  on  two  divisions,  SUt 

a  trial   for  their  lives,  is  well  known.  Dec.  1691,  and  18th  Nov.  1692. 
All  well-informed  writers  ascribe  this  to 
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of  its  tending  to  prove  certain  other  acts  specially  alleged. 
The  disposition  to  extend  a  constructive  interpretation  to  the 
statute  of  Edward  III.  has  continued  to  increase ;  and  was 
carried,  especially  hy  chief-justice  Eyre  in  the  trials  of  1794*, 
to  a  lenglii  at  which  we  lose  sight  altogether  of  the  plain 
meaning  of  words,  and  apparently  much  beyond  what 
Pemberton,  or  even  Jefieries,  had  reached.  In  the  vast  mass 
of  circumstantial  testimony  which  our  modem  trials  for  high 
treason  display,  it  is  sometimes  difficult  to  discern  whether 
the  great  principle  of  our  law,  requiring  two  witnesses  to 
overt  acts,  has  been  adhered  to ;  for  certainly  it  is  not  ad- 
hered to,  unless  such  witnesses  depose  to  acts  of  the  prisoner, 
from  which  an  inference  of  his  guilt  is  immediately  deduci- 
ble.*  There  can  be  no  doubt  that  state  prosecutions  have 
long  been  conducted  with  an  urbanity  and  exterior  moderation 
unknown  to  the  age  of  the  Stuarts,  or  even  to  that  of  William  ; 
but  this  may  by  possibility  be  compatible  with  very  partial 
wresting  of  the  law,  and  the  substitution  of  a  sort  of  political 
reasoning  for  that  strict  interpretation  of  penal  statutes  which 
the  subject  has  a  right  to  demand.  No  confidence  in  the 
general  integrity  of  a  government,  much  less  in  that  of  its 
lawyers,  least  of  all  any  belief  in  the  guilt  of  an  accused 
person,  should  beguile  us  to  remit  that  vigilance  which  is 
peculiarly  required  in  such  circumstances,  t 

For  this  vigilance,  and  indeed  for  almost  all  that  keeps  up 
in  us,  permanently  and  effectually,  the  spirit  of  regard  to 
liberty  and  the  public  good,  we  must  look  to  the  unshackled 
and  independent  energies  of  the  press.  In  the  reign  of 
William  III.,  and  through  the  influence  of  the  popular  prin- 
ciple in  our  constitution,  this  finally  became  free.  The  licens- 
ing act,  suffered  to  expire  in  1679>  was  revived  in  1685  for 
seven  years.  In  1692,  it  was  continued  till  the  end  of  the 
session  of  1693.     Several  attempts  were  afterwards  made  to 


*  It  was  said  by  Scroggs  and  Jefferics,  Foster,  see  Luders*  Considerations  on  the 

that  if  one  witness  prove  that  A.  bought  Law  of  Treason  in  Levying  War,  and 

a  knife,  and  another  that  he  intended  to  many  remarks  in  Fhillipps's  State  Trials ; 

kiU  the  king  with  it,  these  are  two  wit-  besides  much  that  is  scattered  through 

nesses  within  the  statute  of  Edward  VI.  the  notes  of  Mr.  Howell's  great  colleo- 

But  this  has  been  justly  reprobated.  tion,      Mr.  Phiilipps's   woxk,   however, 

f  Upon  some  of  the  topics  touched  in  was  not  published  Ull  after  my  own  was 

the  foregoing  pages,  besides  Hale  and  written. 
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renew  its  operation,  which  the  less  courtly  whigs  combined 
with  the  tories  and  Jacobites  to  defeat.*  Both  parties  indeed 
employed  the  press  with  great  diligence  in  this  reign ;  but 
while  one  degenerated  into  malignant  calumny  and  misrepre- 
sentation,  the  signal  victory  of  liberal  principles  is  manifestly 
due  to  the  boldness  and  eloquence  with  which  they  were  pro- 
mulgated. Even  during  the  existence  of  a  censorship,  a  host 
of  unlicensed  publications,  by  the  negligence  or  connivance 
of  the  officers  employed  to  seize  them,  bore  witness  to  the 
inefficacy  of  its  restrictions.  The  bitterest  invectives  of 
jacobitism  were  circulated  in  the  first  four  years  after  the 
revolution,  t 

The  Uberty  of  the  press  consists,  in  a  strict  sense,  merely 
Liberty  or  ^^  ^^  cxcmptiou  from  the  superintendence  of  a 
thepraw.  licenser.  But  it  cannot  be  said  to  exist  in  any 
security,  or  sufficiently  for  its  principal  ends,  where  discussions 
of  a  political  or  religious  nature,  whether  general  or  particular, 
are  restrained  by  too  narrow  and  severe  limitations.  The 
law  of  libel  has  always  been  indefinite  ;  an  evil  probably  be- 
yond any  complete  remedy,  but  which  evidently  renders  the 
liberty  of  free  discussion  rather  more  precarious  in  its  exer- 
cise than  might  be  wished.  It  appears  to  have  been  the 
received  doctrine  in  Westminster-Hall  before  the  revolution, 
that  no  man  might  publish  a  writing  reflecting  on  the  govern- 
ment, nor  upon  the  character,  or  even  capacity  and  fitness,  of 
any  one  employed  in  it.  Nothing  having  passed  to  change 
the  law,  the  law  remained  as  before.  Hence  in  the  case  of 
Tutchin,  it  is  laid  down  by  Holt,  that  to  possess  the  people 
with  an  ill  opinion  of  the  government,  that  is,  of  the  ministry, 
is  a  libel.  And  the  attorney-general,  in  his  speech  for  the 
prosecution,  urges  that  there  can  be  no  reflection  on  those 
that  are  in  office  under  her  majesty,  but  it  must  cast  some 
reflection  on  the  queen  who  employs  them.  Yet  in  this  case 
the  censure  upon  the  administration,  in  the  passages  selected 

*  Commons*  Journals,  9th  Jan.  and  ton  the  bookseller,  in  the  History  of  hb 

11th  Feb.  1694-95.     A  bill  to  the  same  Life  and   Errors,  hints  that  unlicensed 

effect  sent  down   from   the   lords   was  books  could  be  published  by  a  douceur 

thrown  out,  17th  April,  1695.     Another  to  Robert  Stephens,  the  messenger  of  the 

bill  was  rejected  on  the  second  reading  press,  whose  business  it  was  to  inform 

in  1697.     Id.  Sd  April*  against  them. 

f  Somers  Tracts,  passim.   John  Dun- 
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for  prosecution,  was  merely  general,  and  without  reference 
to  any  person,  upon  which  the  counsel  for  Tutchin  vainly 
relied.* 

It  is  manifest  that  such  a  doctrine  was  irreconcilable  with 
the  interests  of  any  party  out  of  power,  whose  best  hope  to 
regain  it  is  commonly  by  prepossessing  the  nation  with  a  bad 
opinion  of  their  adversaries.  Nor  would  it  have  been  possible 
for  any  ministry  to  stop  the  torrent  of  a  free  press,  under  the 
secret  guidance  of  a  powerful  faction,  by  a  few  indictments 
for  libel.  They  found  it  generally  more  expedient  and  more 
agreeable  to  borrow  weapons  from  the  same  armoury,  and 
retaliate  with  unsparing  invective  and  calumny.  This  was 
first  practised  (first,  I  mean,  with  the  avowed  countenance  of 
government)  by  Swift  in  the  Examiner,  and  some  of  his  other 
writings.  And  both  parties  soon  went  such  lengths  in  this 
warfare  that  it  became  tacitly  understood  that  the  public  cha- 
racters of  statesmen,  and  the  measures  of  administration,  are 
the  fair  topics  of  pretty  severe  attack.t  Less  than  this  indeed 
would  not  have  contented  the  political  temper  of  the  nation, 
gradually  and  without  intermission  becoming  more  democra- 
tical,  and  more  capable,  as  well  as  more  accustomed,  to  judge 
of  its  general  interests,  and  of  those  to  whom  they  were  in- 
trusted. The  just  limit  between  political  and  private  censure 
has  been  far  better  drawn  in  these  later  times,  licentious  as 
we  still  may  justly  deem  the  press,  than  in  an  age  when 
courts  of  justice  had  not  deigned  to  acknowledge,  as  they  do 

*  State  Trials,  xiT.  1103.  1128.  Mr.  does  not  take  more  liberty  than  tlie 
Justice  Powell  told  the  Rev.  Mr.  Ste-  Whipping  Post,  nor  is  he  a  wilder  poli- 
phens,  in  passing  sentence  on  him  for  a  tician  than  the  Mercury.  And  many 
libel  on  Harley  and  Marlborough,  that  will  think  it  a  meaner  character  for  Rid- 
to  traduce  the  queen*s  ministers  was  a  path  to  be  Atwood's  antagonist  than  to 
reflection  on  the  queen  herself.  It  is  be  author  of  the  Flying  Post.**  The 
said  however  that  this  and  other  prose-  reign  of  Anne  was  the  era  of  periodical 
cations  were  generally  blamed ;  for  the  politics.  Gutta  carat  lapidem,  non  vi, 
public  feeling  was  strong  in  favour  of  the  sed  saepe  cadendo.  We  well  know  how 
liberty  of  the  press.  Boyer's  Reign  of  forcibly  this  line  describes  the  action  of 
Queen  Anne,  p.  286.  the  regular  press.     It  did  not  begin  to 

I  [In  a  tract  called  the  "  Memorial  operate  much  before  1704  or  1705,  when 
of  the  State  of  England,'*  1705,  (Somers  the  whigs  came  into  office,  and  the  re- 
Tracts  xii*  526.)  written  on  the  whig  jection  of  the  occasional  conformity  bill 
side^  in  answer  to  Drake's  **  Memorial  of  blew  up  a  flame  in  the  opposite  party, 
the  Church  of  England,'*  we  find  a  vindi-  But  even  then  it  was  confined  to  perio- 
cation  of  the  press,  which  had  been  dical  papers,  such  as  the  Observator  or 
attacked,  at  that  time,  by  the  tories :  **  If  Rehearsal ;  for  the  common  newspapers 
the  whigs  have  their  Observator,  have  not  were  as  yet  hardly  at  all  political.  — 
the  tories  their  Rehearsal  ?   The  Review  1845.] 
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at  present,  its  theoretical  liberty.  No  writer,  except  of  the 
most  broken  reputation,  would  venture  at  this  day  on  the 
malignant  calumnies  of  Swift. 

Meanwhile  the  judges  naturally  adhered  to  their  established 
i^^of  doctrine;  and,  in  prosecutions  for  political  libels, 
ubeL  were  very  little  inclined  to  favour  what  they  deemed 
the  presumption,  if  not  the  licentiousness,  of  the  press.  They 
advanced  a  little  farther  than  their  predecessors ;  and,  con- 
trary to  the  practice  both  before  and  after  the  revolution,  laid 
it  down  at  length  as  an  absolute  principle,  that  falsehood, 
though  always  alleged  in  the  indictment,  was  not  essential 
to  the  guilt  of  the  libel ;  refusing  to  admit  its  truth  to  be 
pleaded,  or  given  in  evidence,  or  even  urged  by  way  of  miti- 
gation of  punishment.*  But  as  the  defendant  could  only  be 
convicted  by  the  verdict  of  a  jury,  and  jurors  both  partook 
of  the  general  sentiment  in  favour  of  free  discussion,  and 
might  in  certain  cases  have  acquired  some  prepossessions  as 
to  the  real  truth  of  the  supposed  libel,  which  the  court's 
refusal  to  enter  upon  it  could  not  remove,  they  were  often 
reluctant  to  find  a  verdict  of  guilty;  and  hence  arose  by 
degrees  a  sort  of  contention  which  sometimes  showed  itself 
upon  trials,  and  divided  both  the  profession  of  the  law  and 
the  general  public.  The  judges  and  lawyers,  for  the  most 
part,  maintained  that  the  province  of  the  jury  was  only  to 
determine  the  fact  of  publication  ;  and  also  whether  what  are 
called  the  innuendoes  were  properly  filled  up,  that  is,  whether 
the  libel  meant  that  which  it  was  alleged  in  the  indictment  to 
mean,  not  whether  such  meaning  were  criminal  or  innocent, 
a  question  of  law  which  the  court  were  exclusively  competent 

*  Pemberton,  as  I  have  elsewhere  ol>-  what  had  been  formerlj  done  in  other 
served,  permitted  evidence  to  be  given  as  ca^es  of  the  like  nature.  Id.  xviL  659. 
to  the  truth  uf  an  alleged  libel  in  publish-  [**  To  make  it  a  libel,"  says  Powell  in 
ing  that  sir  Edmondbury  Godfrey  had  the  case  of  the  seven  bishops,  <*  it  must 
murdered  himself.  And  what  may  be  be  fidse,  it  must  be  scandalous,  and  it 
reckoned  more  important,  in  a  trial  of  must  tend  tu  sedition.**  Id.  zii.  427.  In 
the  famous  Fuller  on  a  similar  charge,  1  Lord  Raymond,  486.,  we  find  a  case 
Holt  repeatedly  (not  less  than  five  times)  where  judgment  was  arrested  on  an  in- 
offered  to  let  him  prove  the  truth  if  he  dictment  for  a  libel  on  persons  **  to  the 
could.  State  Trials,  xiv.  5S4.  But,  on  jurors  unknown  ;**  because  they  could 
the  trial  of  Franklin,  in  1731,  for  pub-  not  properly  say  that  the  matter  was 
lishing  a  libel  in  the  Craftsman,  lord  false  and  scandalous,  when  they  did  not 
Raymond  positively  refused  to  admit  of  know  the  persons  of  whom  it  was  spoken, 
any  evidence  to  prove  the  matters  to  be  nor  could  they  say  that  any  one  was  de- 
true;  and  said  he  was  only  abiding  by  famed  by  it. —  1845.] 
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to  decide.  That  the  jury  might  acquit  at  their  pleasure  was 
undeniable;  but  it  was  asserted  that  they  would  do  so  in 
violation  of  their  oaths  and  duty,  if  they  should  reject  the 
opinion  of  the  judge  by  whom  diey  were  to  be  guided  as  to 
the  general  law.  Others  of  great  name  in  our  jurisprudence, 
and  the  majority  of  the  public  at  large,  conceiving  that  this 
would  throw  the  liberty  of  the  press  altogether  into  the 
hands  of  the  judges,  maintained  that  the  jury  had  a  strict 
right  to  take  the  whole  matter  into  their  consideration,  and 
determine  the  defendant's  criminality  or  innocence  according 
to  the  nature  and  circumstances  of  the  publication.  This 
controversy,  which  perhaps  hardly  arose  within  the  period  to 
which  the  present  work  relates,  was  settled  by  Mr.  Fox's 
libel  bill  in  1792.  It  declares  the  right  of  the  jury  to  find  a 
general  verdict  upon  the  whole  matter ;  and  though,  from 
causes  easy  to  explain,  it  is  not  drawn  in  the  most  intelligible 
and  consistent  manner,  was  certainly  designed  to  turn  the 
defendant's  intention,  as  it  might  be  laudable  or  innocent, 
seditious  or  malignant,  into  a  matter  of  fact  for  their  enquiry 
and  decision. 

The  revolution  is  justly  entitled  to  honour  as  the  era  of 
religious,  in  a  far  greater  degree  than  of  civil  liberty ;  Religious 
the  privileges  of  conscience  having  had  no  earlier  '<>'*""°"- 
magna  charta  and  petition  of  right  whereto  they  could 
appeal  against  encroachment.  Civil,  indeed,  and  religious 
liberty  had  appeared,  not  as  twin  sisters  and  co-heirs,  but 
rather  in  jealous  and  selfish  rivalry ;  it  was  in  despite  of  the 
law,  it  was  through  infringement  of  the  constitution,  by  the 
court's  connivance,  by  the  dispensing  prerogative,  by  the  de- 
clarations of  indulgence  under  Charles  and  James,  that  some 
respite  had  been  obtained  from  the  tyranny  which  those  who 
proclaimed  their  attachment  to  civil  rights  had  always  exer- 
cised against  one  class  of  separatists,  and  frequently  against 
another. 

At  the  time  when  the  test  law  was  enacted,  chiefly  with  a 
view  against  popery,  but  seriously  affecting  the  protestant 
non*conformists,  it  was  the  intention  of  the  house  of  com- 
mons to  afford  relief  to  the  latter  by  relaxing  in  some  mea- 
sure the  strictness  of  the  act  of  uniformity  in  favour  of  such 
ministers  as  might  be  induced  to  conform,  and  by  granting 
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an  indulgence  of  worship  to  those  who  should  persist  in  their 
separation.  This  bill  however  dropped  in  that  session.  Se- 
veral more  attempts  at  an  union  were  devised  by  worthy  men 

of  both  parties  in  that  reign,  but  with  do  success.  It  was 
the  policy  of  the  court  to  withstand  a  comprehension  of  dis- 
senters ;  nor  would  the  bishops  admit   of   any  concession 

worth  the  other's  acceptance.  The  high-church  party  would 
not  endure  any  mention  of  indulgence.*     In  the  parliament 

*  See  the  pamphleU  of  that  age*  pas-  otherwise.     But  it  may  be  said  the  ex^ 

sim.     One  of  these,  entitled  The  Zeal-  cution  of  laws  of  conformity  raiseth  the 

ous  and  Impartial  Protestant)  1681,  the  cry  of  persecution;  and  will  not  that  be 

author  of  which,  though  well  known,  I  scandalous?     Not  so  scandalous  as  an- 

cannot  recollect,  after   much    invective,  archy,  schism,  and  eternal  divisions  and 

says,  "  Liberty  of  conscience  and  tolera-  conftisions   both   in   church  and   state. 

tion  are  things  only  to  be  talked  of  and  Better  that  the  unruly  should  clamour, 

pretended  to  by  those  that  are  under ;  tlian  that  the  regular  should  groan,  and 

but  none  like  or  think  it  reasonable  that  all  should  be  undone.'*  p.  S3.     Another 

are  in  authority.     *Tis  an  instrument  of  tract,  "  Short   Defence  of  the  Church 

mischief  and  dissettlement  to  be  court-  and  Clergy  of  England,  1 679,"*  declares 

ed  by  those  who   would  have   change,  for  union  (in  his  own  way),  but  against 

but  no  way  desirable  by  such  as  would  a  comprehension,  and  still  more  a  toleia- 

be  quiet,  and  have  the  government  un-  tion.    **  It  is  observable  that  whereas  the 

disturbed.     For  it  is  not  consistent  with  best  emperors  have  made  the  severest 

public  peace  and  safety  without  a  stand-  laws   against   all   manner   of  sectaries, 

ing  army  ;    conventicles    being    eternal  Julian  the  apostate,  the  most  subtle  and 

nurseriesofsedition  and  rebellion."  p.  30.  bitter  enemy  that  Christianity  ever  had, 

"  To  strive  for  toleration,"  he  says  in  an-  was  the  man  that  set  up  this  way  of  tole- 

other  place,  **  is  to  contend  against  all  ration."  p.  87.     Such  was  the  temper  of 

government.    It  will  come  to  this ;  whe-  this  odious  ikction.   And  at  the  time  tbey 

ther  there  should  be  a  government  in  were  instigating  the  government  to  fresh 

the  church  or  not  ?  for   if  tliere  be  a  severities,  by  which,  I  sincerely  believe, 

government,  there  must  be  laws  ;  if  there  they  meant  the  pillory  or  the  gallows  (for 

be  laws,  there  must  be  penalties  annexed  nothing  else  was  wanting),  scarce  a  gaol 

to  the  violation  of  those  laws ;  otherwise  in  England  was  without  non-conformist 

the  government  is  precarious  and  at  every  ministers.  One  can  hardly  avoid  rejoicii^ 

man's  mercy ;  that  is,  it  is  none  at  all. . .  .  that  some  of  these  men,  after  the  revolu- 

The  constitution  should  be  made  firm,  tion,  experienced,  not  indeed  the  perse- 

whether  with  any  alterations  or  without  cution,  but  the  poverty  they  had  been  so 

them,  and  laws  put  in  punctual  vigorous  eager  to  inflict  on  others, 

execution.    Till  that  is  done  all  will  sig-  The  following  passage  from   a  very 

nify  nothing.     The  church  hath  lost  Si  judicious  tract  on  the  other  side,  **Dis- 

through  remissness  and  non-execution  of  course  of  the  Religion  of  England,  1667," 

laws ;  and  by  the  contrary  course  things  may  deserve  to  be  extracted  : — ^** Whether 

must  be  reduced,  or  they  never  wilL  To  cogent  reason  speaks  for  this  latitude^  be 

what  purpose  are  parliaments  so  con-  it  now  considered.     How  momentous  in 

cerned  to  prepare  good  laws,  if  the  ofH-  the  balance  of  this  nation  those  protest- 

ccrs  who  are  entrusted  with  the  execution  ants  are   which   are  dissatisfied,  in  the 

neglect  that  duty,  and  let  them  lie  dead  ?  present  ecclesiastical  polity.     Tliey  are 

This  brings  laws  and  government  into  every  where  spread   through   city  and 

contempt,  and  it  were  much  better  the  country;  they  make  no  small  part  of  all 

laws   were  never   made;   by  these  the  ranks  and  sorts  of  men  ;  by  relations  and 

dissenters  are  provoked,  and  being  not  commerce  they  are  so  woven  into  the  na- 

restrained  by  the  exacting  of  the  penal-  tion*8  interest,  that  it  is  not  easy  to  sever 

ties,  they  are  fiercer  and  more  bent  upon  them   without  unravelling  the  whole, 

their   own   ways  than   they  would   be  They  are  not  excluded  from  the  nobility, 
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of  1680,  a  bill  to  relieve  protestant  dissenters  from  the  pe- 
nalties of  the  35th  of  Elizabeth,  the  most  severe  act  in  force 
against  them,  having  passed  both  houses,  was  lost  off  the 
ti^le  of  the  house  of  lords,  at  the  moment  that  the  king  came 
to  give  his  assent;  an  artifice  by  which  he  evaded  the  odium 
of  an  explicit  refusal.*  Meanwhile  the  non*conforming 
ministers,  and  in  many  cases  their  followers,  experienced 
a  harassing  persecution  under  the  various  penal  laws  that 
oppressed  them ;  the  judges,  especially  in  the  latter  part 
of  this  reign,  when  some  good  magistrates  were  gone,  and 
still  more  the  justices  of  the  peace,  among  whom  a  high- 
church  ardour  was  prevalent,  crowding  the  gaols  with  the 
pious  confessors  of  puritanism.t  Under  so  rigorous  an 
administration  of  statute  law,  it  was  not  unnatural  to  take 
the  shelter  offered  by  the  declaration  of  indulgence  ;  but  the 
dissenters  never  departed  from  their  ancient  abhorrence  of 
popery  and  arbitrary  power,  and  embraced  the  terms  of 
reconciliation  and  alliance  which  the  church,  in  its  distress, 
held  out  to  them.  A  scheme  of  comprehension  was  framed 
under  the  auspices  of  archbishop  Sancroft  before  the  re- 
volution. Upon  the  completion  of  the  new  settlement  it 
was  determined,  with  the  apparent  concurrence  of  the  church, 
to  grant  an  indulgence  to  separate  conventicles,  and  at  the 
same  time,  by  enlarging  the  terms  of  conformity,  to  bring 
back  those  whose  differences  were  not  irreconcilable  within 
the  pale  of  tlie  Anglican  communion. 

The  act  of  toleration  was  passed  with  little  difficulty, 
though  not  without  murmurs  of  the  bigoted  churchmen,  t 
It  exempts  from  the  penalties  of  existing  statutes  against 
separate  conventicles,  or  absence  from  the  established  worship, 
such  as  should  take  the  oath  of  allegiance,  and  subscribe  the 


among  the  gentry  they  are  not  a  few ; 
but  none  are  of  more  importance  than 
they  in  the  trading  part  of  the  people 
and  those  that  live  by  industry,  upon 
whose  bands  the  business  of  the  nation 
lies  much.  It  hath  been  noted  that  some 
who  bear  them  no  good  will  have  said 
tlHi%  the  very  air  of  corporations  is  in- 
lested  with  their  contagion.  And  in 
whatsoever  degree  they  are  high  or  low, 
ordiDarily  for  good  understanding,  steadi- 


ness and  sobriety,  they  are  not  inferior  to 
others  of  the  same  rank  and  quality; 
neither  do  they  want  the  national  cou- 
rage of  Englishmen.**    p.  S23. 

*  Pari.  Hist.  iv.  1311.      Ralph,  559. 

f  Baxter ;  Neal ;  Palmer's  Non -con- 
formist's MenMrial. 

I  Pari.  Hist  v.  263.  Some  of  the 
tories  wished  to  pass  it  only  for  seven 
years.  The  high -church  pamphlets  of 
the  age  grumble  at  the  toleration. 
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declaration  against  popery,  and  such  ministers  of  separate 
congregations  as  should  subscribe  the  thirty-nine  articles  of 
the  church  of  England,  except  three,  and  part  of  a  fourth* 
It  gives  also  an  indulgence  to  quakers  without  this  con* 
didon.  Meeting-houses  are  required  to  be  registered,  and 
are  protected  from  insult  by  a  penalty.  No  part  of  this 
toleration  is  extended  to  papists,  or  to  such  as  deny  the  Trinity. 
We  may  justly  deem  this  act  a  very  scanty  measure  of 
religious  liberty;  yet  it  proved  more  effectual  through  the 
lenient  and  liberal  policy  of  the  eighteenth  century ;  the 
subscription  to  articles  of  faith,  which  soon  became  as 
obnoxious  as  that  to  matters  of  a  more  indifferent  nature, 
having  been  practically  dispensed  with,  though  such  a 
genuine  toleration  as  Christianity  and  philosophy  alike  de- 
mand, had  no  place  in  our  statute-book  before  the  reign  of 
George  III. 

It  was  found  more  impracticable  to  overcome  the  prejudices 
which  stood  against  any  enlargement  of  the  basis  of 
wm^m-  the  English  church.  The  bill  of  comprehension, 
**"*  though  nearly  such  as  had  been  intended  by  the 
primate,  and  conformable  to  the  plans  so  often  in  vain  devised 
by  the  most  wise  and  moderate  churchmen,  met  with  a  very 
cold  reception.  Those  among  the  clergy  who  disliked  the 
new  settlement  of  the  crown  (and  they  were  by  far  the 
greater  part)  played  upon  the  ignorance  and  apprehensions 
of  the  gentry.  The  king's  suggestion  in  a  speech  from  the 
throne,  that  means  should  be  found  to  render  all  protestants 
capable  of  serving  him  in  Ireland,  as  it  looked  towards  a 
repeal  or  modification  of  the  test  act,  gave  offence  to  the 
zealous  churchmen.*  A  clause  proposed  in  the  bill  for 
changing  the  oaths  of  supremacy  and  allegiance,  in  order 
to  take  away  the  necessity  of  receiving  the  sacrament  in  the 
church,  as  a  qualification  for  office,  was  rejected  by  a  great 
majority  of  the  lords,  twelve  whig  peers  protesting,  t 
Though  the  bill  of  comprehension  proposed  to  parliament 
went  no  farther  than  to  leave  a  few  scrupled  ceremonies  at 
discretion,  and  to  admit  presbyterian  ministers  into  the 
church  without  pronouncing  on  the  invalidity  of  their  forAier 

•  Burnet     Pari.  Hist.  184.  f  P"J-  Hist.  196. 
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ordination,  it  was  mutilated  in  passing  through  the  upper 
house ;  and  the  commons,  aftier  entertaining  it  for  a  time, 
substituted  an  address  to  the  king,  that  he  would  call  the 
house  of  convocation,  "  to  be  advised  with  in  ecclesiastical 
matters."  *  It  was  of  course  necessary  to  follow  this  recom- 
mendation. But  the  lower  house  of  convocation,  as  might 
be  foreseen,  threw  every  obstacle  in  the  way  of  the  king's 
enlarged  policy.  They  chose  a  man  as  their  prolocutor  who 
had  been  forward  in  the  worst  conduct  of  the  university  of 
Oxford.  They  displayed  in  every  thing  a  factious  temper, 
which  held  the  very  names  of  concession  and  conciliation  in 
abhorrence.t  Meanwhile  a  commission  of  divines,  appointed 
under  the  great  seal,  had  made  a  revision  of  the  liturgy,  in 
order  to  eradicate  every  thing  which  could  give  a  plausible 
ground  of  offence,  as  well  as  to  render  the  service  more 
perfect  Those  of  the  high-church  faction  had  soon  seceded 
from  this  commission  t ;  and  its  deliberations  were  doubtless 
the  more  honest  and  rational  for  their  absence.  But,  as  the 
complacence  of  parliament  towards  ecclesiastical  authority 
had  shown  that  no  legislative  measure  could  be  forced 
against  the  resistance  of  the  lower  house  of  convocation,  it 
was  not  thought  expedient  to  lay  before  that  ill-affected  body 
the  revised  liturgy,  which  they  would  have  employed  as  an 
engine  of  calumny  against  the  bishops  and  the  crown.  The 
scheme  of  comprehension,  therefore,  fell  absolutely  and  finally 
to  the  ground.  § 

A  similar  relaxation  of  the  terms  of  conformity  would,  in 
the  reign  of  Elizabeth,  or  even  at  the  time  of  the  schumofthe 
Savoy  conferences,  have  brought  back  so  large  a  °°"-^"'°"- 
majority  of  dissenters  that  the  separation  of  the  remainder 

*  Pari.  Hist.  S12.  216.  Examiner  to  have  come  in  soon  after  the 

f  [The  two  houses  of  convocation  dif-  revolution.     And    probably  they  were 

fered  about  their  address  to  the  king,  not  in  common  use  before.     But  I  find 

thanking  him  for  his    message    about  '*  high-church'*  named  in  a  pamphlet  of 

church  reform.  The  lower  house  thought  the  reign  of  Charles  II.     It  is  in  the 

that  proposed  by  the  bishops  too  com-  Harleian   Miscellany;  but   I  have  not 

plimentary  to  Uie  king  and    the    re-  got  any  more  distinct  reference. — 1845.] 

▼olution ;  one  was  at  last  agreed  upon,  §  Burnet.     Ralph.     But  a  better  ac- 

omitting  the  panegyrical  passages.  See  count  of  what  took  place  in  the  convoca- 

both  inWilkin*s  Concilia,  iv.  620. — 1845.]  tion  and  among  the  commissioners  will 

f  [Ralph,  ii.  167.     The  words  high  be  found  in  Kehnet's  Compl.  Hbt.  557, 

and  low  church  are  said  by  Swift  in  the  558,  &c. 

VOL.  II.  Z 
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could  not  have  afforded  any  colour  of  alarm  to  the  most  jealous 
dignitary.  Even  now  it  is  said  that  two  thirds  of  the  non- 
conformists would  have  embraced  the  terms  of  re-union.  But 
the  motives  of  dissent  were  already  somewhat  changed,  and 
had  come  to  turn  less  on  the  petty  scruples  of  the  elder 
puritans,  and  on  the  differences  in  ecclesiastical  discipline, 
than  on  a  dislike  to  all  subscriptions  of  faith  and  compulsory 
uniformity.  The  dissenting  ministers,  accustomed  to  inde- 
pendence, and  finding  not  unfrequently  in  the  contributions 
of  their  disciples  a  better  maintenance  than  court  favour  and 
private  patronage  have  left  for  diligence  and  piety  in  the 
establishment,  do  not  seem  to  have  much  regretted  the  fate 
of  this  measure.  None  of  their  friends,  in  the  most  favour- 
able times,  have  ever  made  an  attempt  to  renew  it.  There 
are  indeed  serious  reasons  why  the  boundaries  of  religious 
communion  should  be  as  widely  extended  as  is  consistent  with 
its  end  and  nature ;  and  among  these  the  hardship  and  detri- 
ment of  excluding  conscientious  men  from  the  ministry  is 
not  the  least.  Nor  is  it  less  evident  that  from  time  to  time, 
according  to  the  progress  of  knowledge  and  reason,  to  re- 
move defects  and  errors  from  the  public  service  of  the  diurdi, 
even  if  they  have  not  led  to  scandal  or  separation,  is  the 
bounden  duty  of  its  governors.  But  none  of  these  consider- 
ations press  much  on  the  minds  of  statesmen ;  and  it  was 
not  to  be  expected  that  any  administration  should  prosecute 
a  religious  reform  for  its  own  sake,  at  the  hazard  of  that 
tranquillity  and  exterior  unity  which  is  in  general  the  sole 
end  for  which  they  would  deem  such  a  reform  worth  at- 
tempting. Nor  could  it  be  dissembled  that,  so  long  as  the 
endowments  of  a  national  church  are  supposed  to  require  a 
sort  of  politic  organization  within  the  commonwealth,  and  a 
busy  spirit  of  faction  for  their  security,  it  will  be  convenient 
for  the  governors  of  the  state,  whenever  they  find  this  spirit 
adverse  to  them,  as  it  was  at  the  revolution,  to  preserve  the 
strength  of  the  dissenting  sects  as  a  counterpoise  to  that 
dangerous  influence,  which  in  protestant  churches,  as  well  as 
that  of  Rome,  has  sometimes  set  up  the  interest  of  one  order 
against  that  of  the  community.  And  though  the  church  of 
England  made  a  high  vaunt  of  her  loyalty,  yet,  as  lord 
Shrewsbury  told  William  of  the  tories  in  general,  he  must 
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remember  that  he  was  not  their  king ;  of  which  indeed  he 
had  abundant  experience. 

A  still  more  material  reason  against  any  alteration  in  the 
public  liturgy  and  ceremonial  religion  at  that  feverish  crisis, 
unless  with  a  much  more  decided  concurrence  of  the  nation 
than  could  be  obtained,  was  the  risk  of  nourishing  the  schism 
of  the  non-jurors.  These  men  went  oflF  from  the  cKiir ch~  on" 
"gr^^iiBdd  muruly  political,  or  at  most  on  the  pretence  that  the 
civil  power  was  incompetent  to  deprive  bishops  of  their  eccle- 
siastical jurisdiction ;  to  which  none  among  the  laity,  who 
did  not  adopt  the  same  political  tenets,  were  likely  to  pay 
attention.  But  the  established  liturgy  was,  as  it  is  at  present, 
in  the  eyes  of  the  great  majority,  the  distinguishing  mark  of 
the  Anglican  church,  far  more  indeed  than  episcopal  govern- 
ment, whereof  so  little  is  known  by  the  mass  of  the  people 
that  its  abolition,  if  we  may  utter  such  a  paradox,  would 
make  no  perceptible  difference  in  their  religion.  Any  change, 
though  for  the  better,  would  offend  those  prejudices  of 
education  and  habit,  which  it  requires  such  a  revolutionary 
commotion  of  the  public  mind  as  the  sixteenth  century 
witnessed,  to  subdue,  and  might  fill  the  Jacobite  conventicles 
with  adherents  to  the  old  church.  It  was  already  the  policy 
of  the  non-juring  clergy  to  hold  themselves  up  in  this  re- 
spectable light,  and  to  treat  the  Tillotsons  and  Burnets  as 
equally  schismatic  in  discipline  and  unsound  in  theology. 
Fortunately  however  they  fell  into  the  snare  which  the  esta- 
blished church  had  avoided ;  and  deviating,  at  least  in  their 
writings,  from  the  received  standard  of  Anglican  orthodoxy, 
into  what  the  people  saw  with  most  jealousy,  a  sort  of  ap- 
proximation to  the  church  of  Rome,  gave  their  opponents  an 
advantage  in  controversy,  and  drew  farther  from  that  part  of 
the  clergy  who  did  not  much  dislike  their  political  creed. 
They  were  equally  injudicious  and  neglectful  of  the  signs  of 
the  times,  when  they  promulgated  such  extravagant  assertions 
of  sacerdotal  power  as  could  not  stand  with  the  regal  supre- 
macy, or  any  subordination  to  the  state.  It  was  plain,  from 
the  writings  of  Leslie  and  other  leaders  of  their  party,  that 
the  mere  restoration  of  the  house  of  Stuart  would  not  content 
them,  without  undoing  all  that  had  been  enacted  as  to  the 
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church  from  the  time  of  Henry  VIII. ;  and  thus  the  charge 
of  innovation  came  evidently  home  to  themselves,* 

The  convention  parliament  would  have  acted  a  truly  politic, 
as  well  as  magnanimous,  part  in  extending  this  boon,  or  rather 
this  right,  of  religious  liberty  to  the  members  of  that  unfor- 
tunate church,  for  whose  sake  the  late  king  had  lost  his 
throne.  It  would  have  displayed  to  mankind  that  James  had 
fallen,  not  as  a  catholic,  nor  for  seeking  to  bestow  toleration 
on  catholics,  but  as  a  violator  of  the  constitution.  William, 
in  all  things  superior  to  his  subjects,  knew  that  temporal,  and 
especially  military  fidelity,  would  be  in  almost  every  instance 
proof  against  the  seductions  of  bigotry.  The  Dutch  armies 
have  always  been  in  a  great  measure  composed  of  catholics ; 
and  many  of  that  profession  served  under  him  in  the  invasion 
of  England.  His  own  judgment  for  the  repeal  of  the  penal 
laws  had  been  declared  even  in  the  reign  of  James.  The 
danger,  if  any,  was  now  immensely  diminished ;  and  it  appears 
in  the  highest  degree  probable  diat  a  genuine  toleration  of 
their  worship,  with  no  condition  but  the  oath  of  allegiance, 
would  have  brought  over  the  majority  of  that  church  to 
the  protestant  succession,  so  far  at  least  as  to  engage  in  no 
schemes  inimical  to  it.  The  wiser  catholics  would  have  per- 
ceived that,  under  a  king  of  their  own  faith,  or  but  suspected 
of  an  attachment  to  it,  they  must  continue  the  objects  of  per- 

i)etual  distrust  to  a  protestant  nation.     They  would  have 
earned  that  conspiracy  and  Jesuitical  intrigue  could  but  keep 

*  Leslie's   Case  of  the    Regale  and  therefore  a  peer  should  not  hare  tvo 

Pontificate  is  a  long,  dull   attempt  to  chaplains.]     It  is  full  of  enormous  ini»> 

set  up  the  sacerdotal  order  above  all  civil  representation  as  to  the  English   law. 

power,  at  least  as  to  the  exercise  of  its  [Leslie,  however,  like  many  other  oon- 

functions,  and  especially  to  get  rid  of  the  troversialists,    wrote    impetuously    and 

appointment  of  bishops  by  Sie  crown,  or,  hastily  for  his  immediate  purpose.    There 

by  parity  of  reasoning,  of  priests  by  lay-  is  a  great  deal  of  contradiction  between 

men.    He  is  indignant  even  at  laymen  this  **  Case  of  the  Regale  and   Pontifi. 

choosing  their  chaplains,  and  thinks  they  cate,"  published  in   1700  or  1701,  and 

ought  to  take  them  from  the  bishop ;  his  *<  Case  stated  between  the  Churches 

objecting  also  to  the  phrase,  my  chaplain,  of  Rome  and  England,"  in  1713.     In 

as  if  they  were  servants:  "  otherwise  the  the  latter,  the  whole  reasoning  is  strictly 

expression  is  proper  enough  to  say  my  protestant ;  and  while  in  the  Case  of  the 

chaplain,  as  I  say  my  parish  priest,  my  Regale,  he  had  set  up  the  authority  of 

bishop,  my  king,  or   my  God  ;   which  the  catholic  church,  as  binding,  not  only 

argues  my  being  under  their  care  and  to  individuals,  but  to  national  cfaurefaes, 

direction,  and  that  I  belong  to  them,  not  he  here  even  asserts  the  right  of  private 

they  to  me."  P.  182.  [In  another  place  judgment,  and  denies  that  any  general 

he  says,  a  man  cannot  serve  two  masters ;  council  ever  did,  or  can  exist — 1845.] 
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alive  calumnious  imputations,  and  diminish  the  respect  which 
a  generous  people  would  naturally  pay  to  their  sincerity  and 
their  misfortune.  Had  the  legislators  of  that  age  taken  a 
still  larger  sweep,  and  abolished  at  once  those  tests  and  dis- 
abilities, which,  once  necessary  bulwarks  against  an  insidious 
court,  were  no  longer  demanded  in  the  more  republican 
model  of  our  government,  the  Jacobite  cause  would  have 
suffered,  I  believe,  a  more  deadly  wound  than  penal  statutes 
and  double  taxation  were  able  to  inflict.  But  this  was  beyond 
the  philosophers,  how  much  beyond  the  statesmen,  of  the 
time  I 

The  tories,  in  their  malignant  hatred  of  our  illustrious 
monardi,  turned  his  connivance  at  popery  into  a 
theme  of  reproach.*     It  was  believed,   and  pro-  R«n«n    ^ 
bably  with  truth,  that  he  had  made  to  his  catholic 
allies  promises  of  relaxing  the  penal  laws ;  and  the  Jacobite 
intriguers  had  the  mortification  to  find  that  William  had  his 
party  at  Ronie,  as  well  as  her  exiled  confessor  of  St.  Ger- 
mains.    After  the  peace  of  Ryswick  many  priests  came  over, 
and  showed  themselves  with  such  incautious  publicity  as 
alarmed  the  bigotry  of  the  house  of  commons,  and  produced 
the  disgraceful  act  of  I7OO  against  the  grov^rth  of  popery,  t 
The  admitted  aim  of  this  statute  was  to  expel  the  catholic 
proprietors   of  land,    comprising   many   very   ancient    and 
wealthy  families,  by  rendering  it  necessary  for  them  to  sell 
their  estates.     It  first  offers  a  reward  of  100/.  to  any  in- 

*  See  Burnet  (Oxf.  iv.  409.)  and  lord  lous,  as  tending  to  impute  that  crime  to 

Dartmouth's  note.  them.     Boyer*8  Reign  of  Anne,  p.  429. 

f  No  opposition  seems  to  have  been  And  in  the  reign  of  Geo.  I.  (1722) 
made  in  the  house  of  commons;  but  we  100,0002.  was  levied  by  a  particular  act 
have  a  protest  from  four  peers  against  it.  on  the  estates  of  papists  and  non-jurors. 
Burnet,  though  he  offers  some  shameful  This  was  only  carried  by  188  to  172 ;  sir 
arguments  in  fiivour  of  the  bill,  such  as  Joseph  Jekyll,  and  Mr.  Onslow,  after- 
might  justify  any  tyranny,  admits  that  it  wards  speaker,  opposing  it,  as  well  as 
contained  some  unreasonable  severities,  lord  Cowper  in  the  other  house.  9  G.  1. 
and  that  many  were  really  adverse  to  it.  c.  18.  Pari.  Hist.  viii.  51.  353.  It  was 
A  bill  proposed  in  1 705,  to  render  the  late  quite  impossible  that  those  who  sincerely 
act  against  papists  effective,  was  lost  by  maintained  the  principles  of  toleration 
119  to  43  (Pari.  Hist.  vi.  514.);  which  should  long  continue  to  make  any  ex- 
shows  that  men  were  ashamed  of  what  ception ;  though  the  exception  in  this 
they  had  done.  A  proclamation,  how-  instance  was  wholly  on  political  grounds, 
ever,  was  issued  in  1711,  immediately  and  not  out  of  bigotry,  it  did  not  the  less 
after  Guiscard's  attempt  to  kill  Mr.  Har-  contravene  all  that  Taylor  and  Locke 
ley,  for  enforcing  the  penal  laws  against  had  taught  men  to  cherish. 
Roman  catholics,  which  was  very  scanda- 
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former  against  a  priest  exercising  his  functions,  and  adjudges 
the  penalty  of  perpetual  imprisonment.  It  requires  every 
person  educated  in  the  popish  religion,  or  professing  the 
same,  within  six  months  after  he  shall  attain  the  age  of 
eighteen  years,  to  take  the  oaths  of  allegiance  and  supre- 
macy, and  subscribe  the  declaration  set  down  in  the  act  of 
Charles  II.  against  transubstantiation  and  the  worship  of 
saints;  in  default  of  which  he  is  incapacitated,  not  only  to 
purchase,  but  to  inherit  or  take  lands  under  any  devise  or 
limitation.  The  next  of  kin  being  a  protestant  shall  enjoy 
such  lands  during  his  life.*  So  unjust,  so  unprovoked  a 
persecution  is  the  disgrace  of  that  parliament.  But  the  spirit 
of  liberty  and  tolerance  was  too  strong  for  the  tyranny  of  the 
law ;  and  this  statute  was  not  executed  according  to  its  pur- 
pose. The  catholic  landholders  neither  renounced  their  re- 
ligion, nor  abandoned  their  inheritances.  The  judges  put 
such  constructions  upon  the  clause  of  forfeiture  as  eluded  its 
efficacy;  and,  I  believe,  there  were  scarce  any  instances  of  a 
loss  of  property  under  this  law.  It  has  been  said,  and  I 
doubt  not  with  justice,  that  the  catholic  gentry,  during  the 
greater  part  of  the  eighteenth  century,  were  as  a  separated 
and  half  proscribed  class  among  their  equals,  their  civil 
exclusion  hanging  over  them  in  the  intercourse  of  general 
society  t ;  but  their  notorious,  though  not  unnatural,  dis- 
affection to  the  reigning  family  will  account  for  much  of  this, 
and  their  religion  was  undoubtedly  exercised  with  little  dis- 
guise or  apprehension.  The  laws  were  perhaps  not  much 
less  severe  and  sanguinary  than  those  which  oppressed  the 
protestants  of  France ;  but,  in  their  actual  administration, 
what  a  contrast  between  the  government  of  George  II.  and 
Louis  XV.,  between  the  gentleness  of  an  English  court  of 
king's  bench,  and  the  ferocity  of  the  parliaments  of  Aix  and 
Thoulouse  I 

*  11  &  12  W.  3.  c.  4.      It  is  hardly  given.    The  protestants,  conformists  and 

necessary  to  add,  that  this  act  was  re-  non-conformists,   of  the   same  age,   are 

pealed  in  1779.     [According  to  a  paper  made   to   amount  to   2,585,930.      This 

printed  by  Dairy raple,  vol.  ii.,   Appen-  would  be  not  very  &r  below  the  mark, 

dix,    p.  1 2.,    the   number  of  papists  in  as  we  know  from  other  sources :  but  the 

England  above  the  age  of  sixteen  was  number  of  catholics  appears  incredibly 

but  13,856.     This  was  not  long  after  the  small 1845.1 

revolution,   though   no  precise   date   is        f  Butler's  Memoirs  of  Catholics,  iL  64. 
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The  immediate  settlement  of  the  crown  at  the  revolution 
extended  only  to  the  descendants  of  Anne  and  of  ^^t  or 
William.  TTie  former  was  at  that  time  pregnant,  •«*""°«»'- 
and  became  in  a  few  months  the  mother  of  a  son.  Nothing 
therefore  urged  the  convention-parliament  to  go  any  farther 
in  lipfiiting  the  succession.  But  the  king,  in  order  to  secure 
the  elector  of  Hanover  to  the  grand  alliance,  was  desirous  to 
settle  the  reversion  of  the  crown  on  his  wife  the  princess 
Sophia  and  her  posterity.  A  provision  to  this  effect  was  in- 
serted in  the  ^bill  of  rights  by  the  house  of  lords.  But  the 
commons  rejected  the  amendment  with  little  opposition  ;  not 
as  Burnet  idly  insinuates,  through  the  secret  wish  of  a 
republican  party  (which  never  existed,  or  had  no  influence) 
to  let  the  monarchy  die  a  natural  death,  but  from  a  just  sense 
that  the  provision  was  unnecessary  and  might  become  inex- 
pedient.* During  the  life  of  the  young  duke  of  Gloucester 
the  course  of  succession  appeared  clear.  But  upon  his 
untimely  death  in  I7OO,  the  manifest  improbability  that  the 
limitations  already  established  could  subsist  beyond  the  lives 
of  the  king  and  princess  of  Denmark  made  it  highly  conve- 
nient to  preclude  intrigue,  and  cut  off  the  hopes  of  the 
Jacobites,  by  a  new  settlement  of  the  crown  on  a  protestant 
line  of  princes.t  Though  the  choice  was  truly  free  in  the 
hands  of  parliament,  and  no  pretext  of  absolute  right  could 
be  advanced  on  any  side,  there  was  no  question  that  the  prin- 
cess Sophia  was  the  fittest  object  of  the  nation's  preference. 
She  was  indeed  very  far  removed  from  any  hereditary  title. 
Besides  the  pretended  prince  of  Wales,  and  his  sister,  whose 
legitimacy  no  one  disputed,  there  stood  in  her  way  the  duchess 
of  Savoy,  daughter  of  Henrietta  duchess  of  Orleans,  and 
several  of  the  Palatine  family.     These  last  had  abjured  the 

*  While  the  bill  regulating  the  sue-  cret  reason,  that  they  did  not  like  to  re- 
cession was  in  the  house  of  commons,  a  cognise  the  continuance  of  any  hereditary 
proviso  was  offered  by  Mr.  Godolphin,  right  It  was  rejected  by  179  to  125. 
that  nothing  in  this  act  is  intended  to  be  Pari.  Hist  ▼.  249.  The  lords*  amend- 
drawn  into  example  or  consequence  here-  ment  in  &vour  of  the  princess  Sophia  was 
after,  to  prejudice  the  right  of  any  pro-  lost  without  a  division.  Id.  339. 
testant  prince  or  princess  in  their  here-  f  [It  is  asserted  by  lord  Dartmouth, 
ditary  succession  to  the  imperial  crown  in  a  note  on  Burnet,  iv.  520.,  that  some 
of  those  realms.  This  was  much  opposed  of  the  whigs  had  a  project  of  bringing 
by  the  whigs ;  both  because  it  tended  to  in  the  house  of  Hanover  at  once  on  the 
let  in  the  son  of  James  II.,  if  he  should  king's  death.  But  no  rational  man  could 
become  a  protestant,  and  for  a  more  se-  have  thought  of  this.—  1845.] 
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reformed  faith,  of  which  their  ancestors  had  been  the  strenu- 
ous assertors ;  but  it  seemed  not  improbable  that  some  one 
might  return  to  it ;  and,  if  all  hereditary  right  of  the  ancient 
English  royal  line,  the  descendants  of  Henry  VII.,  had  not 
been  extinguished,  it  would  have  been  necessary  to  secure  the 
succession  of  any  prince,  who  should  profess  the  protestant 
religion  at  the  time  when  the  existing  limitations  should  come 
to  an  end.*  According  to  the  tenor  and  intention  of  the  act 
of  settlement,  all  prior  claims  of  inheritance,  save  that  of  the 
issue  of  king  William  and  the  princess  Anne,  being  set  aside 
and  annulled,  the  princess  Sophia  became  the  source  of  a  new 
royal  line.t  The  throne  of  England  and  Ireland,  by  virtue  of 
the  paramount  will  of  parliament,  stands  entsdled  upon  the 
heirs  of  her  body,  being  protestants.  In  them  the  right  is 
as  truly  hereditary  as  it  ever  was  in  the  Plantagenets  or  the 
Tudors.  But  they  derive  it  not  from  those  ancient  families. 
The  blood  indeed  of  Cerdic  and  of  the  Conqueror  flows  in 
the  veins  of  his  present  majesty.  Our  Edwards  and  Henries 
illustrate  the  almost  unrivalled  splendour  and  antiquity  of  the 
house  of  Brunswic.  But  they  have  transmitted  no  more  right 
to  the  allegiance  of  England  than  Boniface  of  Este  or  Henry 
the  Lion.  That  rests  wholly  on  the  act  of  settlement,  and 
resolves  itself  into  the  sovereignty  of  the  legislature- 

The  majority  of  that  house  of  commons  which  passed  the 
bill  of  settlement  consisted  of  those  who  having  long  opposed 
the  administration  of  William,  though  with  very  different 
principles  both  as  to  the  succession  of  the  crown  and  its  pre- 


*  The  duchess  of  Savoy  put  in  a  very  of  Blaclcstone,   who  treats  the  princess 

foolish    protest    against  any  thing  that  Sophia  as  a  new  stirp»  of  the  royal  &- 

should  be  done  to  prejudice  her  right,  mily.     But  it  is  probable  that  those  who 

Ralph,  924.  drew  the  bill  meant  to  show  the  world, 

f  [It  might  be  urged  against  this,  that  that  we  deviated  as  little  as  circumstances 

the  act  of  settlement  dedarea,  as  well  as  would  admit  from  the  hereditary  line, 

enacts,  the  princess  Sophia  to  be  **  next  in  The  vote,  in  fact,  of  the  oonvention-par- 

succession,  in  the  protestant  line,  to  the  liament  in  January,  1689,  that  the  throne 

imperial  crown  and  dignity,'*  &c.  recit-  was  then  vacant,  put  an  end,  according 

ing  also  her  descent  from  James  I.    But,  to  any  legal  analogies,  to  the  supposition 

if  we  take  into  consideration  the  public  of  a  subsisting  reversionary  right     Nor 

history  of  the  transaction,  and  the  ne-  do  I  conceive  that  many  persons,  conver- 

cessity  which  was  felt  for  a  parliament-  sant  with  our  constitution,  imagine  any 

ary  settlement,  we  shall  be  led  to  think,  one  to  have  a  right  to  the  crown,  on  the 

that  this  was  merely  the  assertion  of  a  happily  most  improbable  supposition  of 

£act,  and  not  a  recognition  of  an  existing  the    extinction  of  our  royal  family.  — 

right.     This  also  seems  to  be  the  opinion  1 845.] 
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rogatdve,  were  now  often  called  by  the  general  name  of  tones. 
Some,  no  doubt,  of  these  were  adverse  to  a  measure  which 
precluded  the  restoration  of  the  house  of  Stuart,  even  on  the 
contingency  that  its  heir  might  embrace  the  protestant  reli- 
gion.* But  this  party  could  not  show  itself  very  openly;  and 
Harley,  the  new  leader  of  the  tories,  zealously  supported  the 
entail  of  the  crown  on  the  princess  Sophia.  But  it  was  de- 
termined to  accompany  this  settlement  with  additional  secu- 
rities for  the  subject's  liberty,  t  The  bill  of  rights  was 
reckoned  hasty  and  defective ;  some  matters  of  great  im- 
portance had  been  omitted,  and  in  the  twelve  years  which 
had  since  elapsed,  new  abuses  had  called  for  new  remedies. 
Eight  articles  were  therefore  inserted  in  the  act  of  settle- 
ment, to  take  effect  only  from  the  commencement  of  the 
new  limitation  to  the  house  of  Hanover.  Some  of  them, 
as  will  appear,  sprung  from  a  natural  jealousy  of  this 
unknown  and  foreign  line ;  some  should  stricdy  not  have 
been  postponed  so  long ;  but  it  is  necessary  to  be  content 
with  what  it  is  practicable  to  obtain.  These  articles  are 
the  following :  — 

That  whosoever  shall  hereafter  come  to  the  pos-  Li„itationi 
session  of  this  crown,  shall  join  in  communion  with  SvrSS!'' 
the  church  of  England  as  by  law  established.  **^"**  *"  **• 

That  in  case  the  crown  and  imperial  dignity  of  this  realm 
shall  hereafter  come  to  any  person,  not  being  a  native  of  this 
kingdom  of  England,  this  nation  be  not  obliged  to  engage  in 
any  war  for  the  defence  of  any  dominions  or  territories  which 

*  [**  The  whlgs,**    says  Bolingbroke,  here."     State  of  Parties  at  Accession  of 

"  had  appeared  zealous  for  the  protestant  George  I. — 1 845.  ] 

succession,  when  king  William  proposed  f  [It  was  resolved  in  a  committee  of 

it  afVer  the  death  of  the  duke  of  Glo-  the  whole  house,  and  agreed  to  by  the 

oester.     The  tories  voted  for  it  then ;  house,  that  **  for  the  preserving  the  peace 

and  the  acts  that  were  judged  necessary  and  happiness  of  this  kingdom  and  the 

to  secure  it,  some  of  them  at  least,  were  security  of  the  protestant  religion  by  law 

promoted  by  them.     Yet  were  they  not  established,  it  is  absolutely  necessary,  a 

thought,  nor  did  they  affect,  as  the  others  further  declaration  be  made  of  the  Hmi- 

did,  to  be  thought  extremely  fond  of  it.  tation  and  succession  of  the  crown  in  the 

King  William  did  not  come  into  this  protestant  line,  after  his  majesty  and  the 

measure  till  he  found,  tq)on  tritd,  that  princess,  and  the  heirs  of  their  bodies 

there  uhu  no  othir  ea/e  and  practicable  s  respectively.   Resolved,  that  farther  pro* 

and  the  tories  had  an  air  of  coming  into  vision  be  first  nmde  for  security  of  the 

it  for  no  other  reason.     Besides  which,  it  rights  and  liberties  of  the  people.**    Com- 

is  certain  that  there  was  at  that  time  a  mons*  Journals,    2d  March,   1700-1  — 

much  gr^iter  leaven  of  jacobitism  in  the  1845.] 
tory  camp,  than  at  the  time  ^K>ken  of 
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do  not  belong  to  the  crown  of  England,  without  the  consent  of 
parliament. 

That  no  person  who  shall  hereafter  come  to  the  possession 
of  this  crown,  shall  go  out  of  the  dominions  of  England, 
Scotland,  or  Ireland,  without  consent  of  parliament. 

That  from  and  after  the  time  that  the  further  limitation 
by  this  act  shall  take  effect,  all  matters  and  things  relating 
to  the  well  governing  of  this  kingdom,  which  are  properly 
cognizable  in  the  privy  council  by  the  laws  and  customs  of 
this  realm,  shall  be  transacted  there,  and  all  resolutions  taken 
thereupon  shall  be  signed  by  such  of  the  privy  council  as  shall 
advise  and  consent  to  the  same. 

That,  after  the  said  limitation  shall  take  effect  as  aforesaid, 
no  person  born  out  of  the  kingdoms  of  England,  Scotland, 
or  Ireland,  or  the  dominions  thereunto  belonging,  (although 
he  be  naturalized  or  made  a  denizen  —  except  such  as  are 
bom  of  English  parents,)  shall  be  capable  to  be  of  the  privy 
council,  or  a  member  of  either  house  of  parliament,  or  to 
enjoy  any  office  or  place  of  trust,  either  civil  or  military, 
or  to  have  any  grant  of  lands,  tenements,  or  hereditament, 
from  the  crown,  to  himself,  or  to  any  other  or  others  in  trust 
for  him. 

That  no  person  who  has  an  office  or  place  of  profit  under 
the  king,  or  receives  a  pension  from  the  crown,  shall  be  ca- 
pable of  serving  as  a  member  of  the  house  of  commons. 

That,  after  the  said  limitation  shall  take  effect  as  aforesaid, 
judges'  commissions  be  made  quamdiu  se  bene  gesserint,  and 
their  salaries  ascertained  and  established;  but,  upon  the 
address  of  both  houses  of  parliament,  it  may  be  lawful  to 
remove  them. 

That  no  pardon  under  the  great  seal  of  England  be  plead- 
able to  an  impeachment  by  the  commons  in  parliament.* 

The  first  of  these  provisions  was  well  adapted  to  obviate 
the  jealousy  which  the  succession  of  a  new  dynasty,  bred  in 
a  protestant  church  not  altogether  agreeing  with  our  own, 
might  excite  in  our  susceptible  nation.  A  similar  apprehen- 
sion of  foreign  government  produced  the  second  article, 
which  so  far  limits  the  royal  prerogative,  that  any  minister 

•  12&  13  w.s.  c.  2. 
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who  could  be  proved  to  have  advised  or  abetted  a  declaration 
of  war  in  the  specified  contingency  would  be  criminally 
responsible  to  parliament.*  The  third  article  was  repealed 
very  soon  after  the  accession  of  Greorge  I.,  whose  frequent 
journeys  to  Hanover  were  an  abuse  of  the  graciousness  with 
which  the  parliament  consented  to  annul  the  restriction,  t 

A  very  remarkable  alteration  that  had  been  silently  wrought 
in  the  course  of  the  executive  government  gave  rise 
to  the  fourth  of  the  remedial  articles  in  the  act  of  «iperMded 
settlement.     According  to  the  original  constitution 
of  our  monarchy,  the  king  had  his  privy  council  composed 
of  the  great  officers  of  state,  and  of  such  others  as  he  should 
summon  to  it,  bound  by  an  oath  of  fidelity  and  secrecy,  by 
whom  all  affairs  of  weight,  whether  as  to  domestic  or  ex- 
terior policy,  were  debated  for  the  most  part  in  his  presence, 
and  determined,  subordinately  of  course  to  his  pleasure,  by 
the  vote  of  the  major  part.     It  could  not  happen  but  that 
some  councillors  more  eminent  than  the  rest  should  form 
juntos  or  cabals,  for  more  close  and  private  management,  or 
be  selected  as  more  confidential  advisers  of  their  sovereign  ; 
and  the  very  name  of  a  cabinet  council  as  distinguished  fromj 
the  larger  body,  may  be  found  as  far  back  as  the  reign  of; 
Charles  I.     But  the  resolutions  of  the  crown,  whether  as  to 
foreign  alliances  or  the  issuing  of  proclamations  and  orders 
at  home,  or  any  other  overt  act  of  government,  were  not 
finally  taken  widiout  the  deliberation  and  assent  of  that  body 
whom  the  law  recognised  as  its  sworn  and  notorious  coun- 
cillors.    This  was  first  broken  in  upon  after  the  restoration, 
and  especially  after  the  fall  of  Clarendon,  a  strenuous  assertor 

*  It  was  frequently  contended  in  the  king*s  dominions  (which  perhaps  accord- 
reign  of  George  II.  that  subsidiary  trea-  ing  to  the  hiw  of  nations  might  be  done), 
ties  for  the  defence  of  Hanover,  or  rather  our  honour  must  require  that  it  should 
such  as  were  covertly  designed  for  that  be    defended    against  such   an   attack, 
and  no  other  purpose,  as  those  with  Rus-  This  is  true ;  and  yet  it  shows  very  for- 
sia  and  Hesse  Cassel  in  1755,  were  at  cibly  that  the  separation  of  the  two  ought 
least  contrary  to  the  spirit  of  the  act  of  to  have  been  insisted  upon ;  since  the  pre- 
settlement.     On  the  other  hand  it  was  sent  connexion  engages  Great  Britain  in 
justly  answered  that^  although  in  case  a  very  disadvantageous  mode  of  carrying 
Hanover   should    be   attacked    on    the  on  its  wars,  without  any  compensation  of 
ground   of  a    German  quarrel,  uncon-  national  wealth  or  honour ;  except  indeed 
nected  with  £nglish  politics,  we  were  not  that  of  employing  occasionally  in  its  ser- 
bound  to  defend  her;  yet,  if  a  power  at  vice  a  very  brave  and  efficient  body  of 
war  with   England  should  think  fit  to  troops. — 1827. 
consider  that  electorate  as  part  of  the  f  1  G.  1.  c.  51. 
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of  the  rights  and  dignity  of  the  privy  council.  *^  The  king," 
as  he  complains,  **had  in  his  nature  so  little  reverence  and 
esteem  for  antiquity,  and  did  in  truth  so  much  contemn  old 
orders,  forms,  and  institutions,  that  the  objection  of  novelty 
rather  advanced  than  obstructed  any  proposition/'  *  He 
wanted  to  be  absolute  on  the  French  plan,  for  which  both  he 
and  his  brother,  as  the  same  historian  tells  us,  had  a  great 
predilection,  rather  than  obtain  a  power  little  less  arbitrary, 
so  far  at  least  as  private  rights  were  concerned,  on  the  system 
of  his  three  predecessors.  The  delays  and  the  decencies  of  a 
regular  council,  the  continual  hesitation  of  lawyers,  were  not 
suited  to  his  temper,  his  talents,  or  his  designs.  And  it 
must  indeed  be  admitted  that  the  privy  council,  even  as  it 
was  then  constituted,  was  too  numerous  for  the  practical  ad- 
ministration of  supreme  power.  Thus  by  degrees  it  became 
usual  for  the  ministry  or  cabinet  to  obtain  the  king's  final 
approbation  of  their  measures,  before  they  were  laid,  for  a 
merely  formal  ratification,  before  the  counciLt  It  was  one 
object  of  sir  William  Temple's  short-lived  scheme  in  1679  to 
bring  back  the  ancient  course ;  the  king  pledging  himself  on 
the  formation  of  his  new  privy  council  to  act  in  all  things  by 
its  advice. 

During  the  reign  of  William,  this  distinction  of  the  cabi- 
net from  the  privy  council,  and  the  exclusion  of 
or  placemen  thc  latter  from  all  business  of  state,  became  more 
•ionjUj^jjjn  fully  established,  t     This  however  produced  a  seri- 
ous consequence  as  to  the  responsibility  of  the  advi- 
sers of  the  crown ;  and  at  the  very  time  when  the  controlling 

*  Life  of  Clarendon,  319.  [It  was  this  most  excellent  part  of  our  oonstito- 
not  usual  to  hate  any  privy  councillors  tion,  by  settling  a  cabal  or  cabinet  couo- 
except  great  officers  of  state,  and  a  few  cil,  where  all  matters  of  consequence 
persons  of  high  rank.  This  was  rather  were  debated  and  resoWed,  and  then 
relaxed  aAer  the  restoration ;  but  CI  a-  brought  to  the  privy  council  to  be  con* 
rendon  opposed  sir  William  Coventry's  firmed."  P.  9. — 1845.] 
introduction  into  the  council  on  this  ac-  f  **  The  method  is  this,"  says  a  mem- 
count.   P.  565.— 1845.]  ber  in  debate ;  **  things  are  concerted  in 

f  [Trenchard,  in  his  Short  History  of  the   cabinet,   and   then  brought  to  the 

Standing  Armies,  published  about  1698,  council ;  such  a  thing  is  resolved  in  the 

and  again  in  1731,  says,  "  Formerly  all  cabinet,  and  brought  and  put  on  them 

matters  of  state  and  discretion  were  de-  for  their  assent,  without  showing  any  of 

bated  and  resolved  in  the  privy  council,  the  reasons.     That  has  not  been  the  m^ 

where  every  man  subscribed  his  opinion,  thod  of  England.   If  this  method  be,  you 

and  was  answerable  for  it.      The  late  will   never    know   who    gives    advice.** 

king*  Charles  was  the  first  who  broke  Pari.  Hist.  v.  731.  [In  the  Lords' house, 
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and  chastising  power  of  parliament  was  most  effectually  recog- 
nised, it  was  silently  eluded  by  the  concealment  in  which  the 
objects  of  its  inquiry  could  wrap  themselves.  Thus,  in  the 
instance  of  a  treaty  which  the  house  of  commons  might  deem 
mischievous  and  dishonourable,  the  chancellor  setting  the 
great  seal  to  it  would  of  course  be  responsible ;  but  it  is  not 
so  evident  that  the  first  lord  of  the  treasury,  or  others  more 
immediately  advising  the  crown  on  the  course  of  foreign 
policy,  could  be  liable  to  impeachment  with  any  prospect  of 
success,  for  an  act  in  which  their  participation  could  not  be 
legally  proved.  I  do  not  mean  that  evidence  may  not  pos- 
sibly be  obtained  which  would  affect  the  leaders  of  the 
cabinet,  as  in  the  instances  of  Oxford  and  Bolingbroke ;  but 
that,  the  cabinet  itself  having  no  legal  existence,  and  its 
members  being  surely  not  amenable  to  punishment  in  their 
simple  capacity  of  privy  councillors,  which  they  generally 
share,  in  modern  times,  with  a  great  number  even  of  their  ad- 
Jan.  1711,  <<the  earl  of  Scarsdale  pro-  ber  of  the  cabinet  council.  Public 
posed  the  following  question  :  —  That  it  Spirit  of  the  Whigs,  in  Somers  Tracts, 
appears  by  the  earl  of  Sunderland's  letter  ix.  22.  But  probably  the  fiict  was,  that 
to  Mr.  Stanhope,  that  the  design  of  an  he  occasionally  was  <»lled  to  their  meet- 
ofiFensive  war  in  Spain  was  approved  and  ings,  as  took  place  much  later.  Coze's 
directed  by  the  cabinet  council."  But  Memoirs  of  Walpole,  i.  637.  et  alibi 
the  mover  afterwards  substituted  the  Lord  Mansfield  said  in  the  house  of 
word  **  ministers  **  for  *' cabinet  council,"  lords,  in  1775,  Pari.  Hist,  zviii.  274., 
as  better  known.  Lord  Cowper  said,  that  he  had  been  a  cabinet  minister  part 
they  were  both  terms  of  an  uncertain  of  the  late  reign  and  the  whole  of  the 
signification,  and  the  latter  unknown  to  present ;  but  there  was  a  nominal  and  an 
our  law.  Some  contended  that  minis-  eflScient  cabinet ;  and  a  little  before  lord 
tersandcabinetcouncil  were  synonymous,  Rockingham's  administration  he  had 
others  that  there  might  be  a  difference,  asked  the  king*s  leave  not  to  act  in  the 
Peterborough   said,    "he  had  heard  a    latter. — 1845.] 

distinction  between  the  cabinet  council  In  sir  Humphrey  Mackworth*s  [or 
and  the  privy  council ;  that  the  privy  perhaps  Mr.  Harley*s]  Vindication  of 
council  were  such  as  were  thought  to  the  Rights  of  the  Commons  of  England, 
know  every  thing,  and  knew  nothing,  and  1701,  Somers  Tracts,  xi.  276.,  the  con- 
tbose  of  the  cabinet  council  thought  no-  stitutional  doctrine  is  thus  laid  down, 
body  knew  any  thing  but  themselves.**  according  to  the  spirit  of  the  recent  act 
Pari.  Hut  vi.  971.  of  settlement :  —  **  As  to  the  setting  of 

At  a  meeting  of  the  privy  council,  the  great  seal  of  England  to  foreign 
April  7.  1713,  the  peace  of  Utrecht  was  alliances,  the  lord  chancellor,  or  lord 
laid  before  them,  but  merely  for  form's  keeper  for  the  time  being,  has  a  plain 
sake,  the  treaty  being  signed  by  all  the  rule  to  follow  ;  that  is,  humbly  to  inform 
powers  four  days  afterwards.  Chief  the  king  that  he  cannot  legally  set  the 
justice  Parker,  however,  and  lord  Choi-  great  seal  of  England  to  a  matter  of  that 
mondeley  were  said  to  have  spoken  against  consequence  unless  the  same  be  first  de- 
it.   Id.  1192.,  from  Swift's  Journal.  bated   and    resolved  in  council;  which 

If  we  may  trust  a  party- writer  at  the  method  being  observed,  the  chancellor 
beginning  of  Anne's  reign,  the  archbi-  is  safe,  and  the  council  answerable."— 
shop  of  Canterbury  was  regularly  a  mem-     P.  293. 
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versaries,  there  is  no  tangible  character  to  which  responsibility 
is  attached ;  nothing,  except  a  signature  or  the  setting  of  a 
seal,  from  which  a  bad  minister  need  entertain  any  further 
apprehension  than  that  of  losing  his  post  and  reputation.* 
It  may  be  that  no  absolute  corrective  is  practicable  for 
this  apparent  deficiency  in  our  constitutional  security ;  but 
it  is  expedient  to  keep  it  well  in  mind,  because  all  ministers 
speak  loudly  of  their  responsibility,  and  are  apt,  upon  faith 
of  this  imaginary  guarantee,  to  obtain  a  previous  confidence 
from  parliament  which  they  may  in  fact  abuse  with  impunity. 
For  should  the  bad  success  or  detected  guilt  of  their  mea- 
sures raise  a  popular  cry  against  them,  and  censure  or  pe- 
nalty be  demanded  by  their  opponents,  they  will  infallibly 
shroud  their  persons  in  the  dark  recesses  of  the  cabinet,  and 
employ  every  art  to  shift  ofi*  the  burthen  of  individual  lia- 
bility. 

William  III.,  from  the  reservedness  of  his  disposition  as  well 
as  from  the  great  superiority  of  his  capacity  for  afiairs  to  any 
of  our  former  kings,  was  far  less  guided  by  any  responsible 
councillors  than  the  spirit  of  our  constitution  requires.  In  the 
business  of  the  partition  treaty,  which,  whether  rightly  or 
othervnse,  the  house  of  commons  reckoned  highly  injurious 
to  the  public  interest,  he  had  not  even  consulted  his  cabinet ; 
nor  could  any  minister,  except  the  earl  of  Portland  and  lord 
Somers,  be  proved  to  have  had  a  concern  in  the  transaction ; 
for,  though  the  house  impeached  lord  Orford  and  lord  Halifax, 
they  were  not  in  fact  any  farther  parties  to  it  than  by  being  in 
the  secret,  and  the  former  had  shown  his  usual  intractabili^  by 
objecting  to  the  whole  measure.  This  was  undoubtedly  such 
a  departure  from  sound  constitutional  usage  as  left  parlia- 
ment no  control  over  the  executive  administration.     It  was 

*  This  very  delicate  question  as  to  the  impeachment,  for  sitting  as  a  cabinet 
responsibility  of  the  cabinet,  or  what  is  minister  could  be  drawn  ;  nor  do  I  con- 
commonly  called  the  ministry,  ta  sduium,  oeive  that  a  privy  councillor  has  a  right 
if  I  may  use  the  expression,  was  can-  to  resign  his  place  at  the  board,  or  even 
vassed  in  a  remarkable  discussion  within  to  absent  himself  when  summoned ;  so 
our  memory,  on  the  introduction  of  the  that  it  would  be  highly  unjust  and  illegal 
late  chief  justice  of  the  king*s  bench  into  to  presume  a  participation  in  culpable 
that  select  body ;  Mr.  Fox  strenuously  measures  from  the  mere  circumstance  of 
denying  the  proposition, and  lord  Castle-  belonging  to  it.  £ven  if  notoriety  be  a 
reagh,  with  others  now  living,  maintaining  ground,  as  has  been  sometimes  contended, 
iU  Pari.  Debates,  A.D.  1806.  I  cannot  for  impeachment,  it  cannot  be  sufiieient 
possibly  comprehend  how  an  article  of  for  conviction. 
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endeavoured  to  restore  the  ancient  principle  by  this  provision 
in  the  act  of  settlement,  that,  after  the  accession  of  die  house 
of  Hanover,  all  resolutions  as  to  government  should  be  de- 
bated in  the  privy  council,  and  signed  by  those  present. 
But,  whether  it  were  that  real  objections  were  found  to  stand 
in  the  way  of  this  article,  or  that  ministers  shrank  back  from 
so  definite  a  responsibility,  they  procured  its  repeal  a  very 
few  years  afterwards.*  The  plans  of  government  are  dis- 
cussed and  determined  in  a  cabinet  council,  forming  indeed 
part  of  the  larger  body,  but  unknown  to  the  law  by  any 
distinct  character  or  special  appointment.  I  conceive,  though 
I  have  not  the  means  of  tracing  the  matter  clearly,  that  this 
change  has  prodigiously  augmented  the  direct  authority  of 
the  secretaries  of  state,  especially  as  to  the  interior  depart- 
ment, who  communicate  die  king's  pleasure  in  the  first  in- 
stance to  subordinate  officers  and  magistrates,  in  cases  which, 
down  at  least  to  the  time  of  Charles  L,  would  have  been 
determined  in  council.  But  proclamations  and  orders  still 
emanate,  as  the  law  requires,  from  the  privy  council ;  and 
on  some  rare  occasions,  even  of  late  years,  matters  of  do- 
mestic policy  have  been  referred  to  their  advice.  It  is  ge- 
nerally understood,  however,  that  no  councillor  is  to  attend, 
except  when  summonedt ;  so  that,  unnecessarily  numerous 
as  the  council  has  become,  these  special  meetings  consist  only 
of  a  few  persons  besides  the  actual  ministers  of  the  cabinet, 
and  give  the  latter  no  apprehension  of  a  formidable  resist- 
ance. Yet  there  can  be  no  reasonable  doubt  that  every 
councillor  is  as  much  answerable  for  the  measures  adopted 
by  his  consent,  and  especially  when  ratified  by  his  signature, 
as  those  who  bear  the  name  of  ministers,  and  who  have  ge- 
nerally determined  upon  them  before  he  is  summoned. 

The  experience  of  William's  partiality  to  Bentinck  and 
Keppel,  in  the  latter  instance,  not  very  consistent  with  the 
good  sense  and  dignity  of  his  character,  led  to  a  strong  mea- 
sure of  precaution  against  the  probable  influence  of  foreigners 


*  4  Anne,  c.  8.     6  Anne^  c  7.  Argyle  went  down  to  the  council-cham- 

f  This  is  the  modem  usage,  but  of  its  her  without  summons  to  take  their  seats ; 

origin  I  cannot  speak.     On  one  remark-  but  it  seems  to  have  been  intended  as  an 

able  occasion,  while  Anne  was  at  the  unexpected  manceuvre  of  policy, 
point  of  death,  the  dukes  of  Somerset  and 
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under  the  new  dynasty;  the  exclusion  of  all  persons  not 
bom  within  the  dominions  of  the  British  crown  from  every 
office  of  civil  and  military  trust,  and  from  both  houses  of 
parliament.  No  other  country,  as  far  as  I  recollect,  has 
adopted  so  sweeping  a  disqualification  ;  and  it  must,  I  think, 
be  admitted  that  it  goes  a  greater  length  than  liberal  policy 
can  be  said  to  warrant.  But  the  narrow  preiudices  of 
George  I.  were  weU  restrained  by  this  provision  from  gra. 
tifying  his  corrupt  and  servile  German  favourites  with  lucra- 
tive offices.* 

The  next  article  is  of  far  more  importance ;  and  would, 
had  it  continued  in  force,  have  perpetuated  that  struggle 
between  the  different  parts  of  the  legislature,  especially  the 
crown  and  house  of  commons,  which  the  new  limitations  of 
the  monarchy  were  intended  to  annihilate.  The  baneful  sys- 
tem of  rendering  the  parliament  subservient  to  the  adminis- 
tration, either  by  offices  and  pensions  held  at  pleasure,  or  by 
more  clandestine  corruption,  had  not  ceased  with  the  house 
of  Stuart.  William,  not  long  after  his  accession,  fell  into 
the  worst  part  of  this  management,  which  it  was  most  difficult 
to  prevent ;  and,  according  to  the  practice  of  Charles's  reign, 
induced  by  secret  bribes  the  leaders  of  parliamentary  opposition 
to  betray  their  cause  on  particular  questions.  The  tory  pa^ 
triot,  sir  Christopher  Musgrave,  trod  in  the  steps  of  the  whig 
patriot,  sir  Thomas  Lee.  A  large  expenditure  appeared 
every  year,  under  the  head  of  secret  service  money ;  which 
was  pretty  well  known,  and  sometimes  proved,  to  be  disposed 
of,  in  great  part,  among  the  members  of  both  houses,  t     No 

*  It  is  provided  by  1  G.  1.  st  2.  c.  4.  from   the  city  of  London,  being  then 

that  no  bill  of  naturalization  shall  be  re-  speaker  of  the  commons,  for  his  serrice 

ceived  without  a  clause  disqualifying  the  in  carrying   a  bill  through  the  house ; 

party    from    sitting   in   parliament,  &c.  and,  upon  its  discovery,  was  obliged  to 

**  for  the  better  preserving  the  said  clause  put  the  vote,  that  he  had  been  guilty  of 

in   the   said   act    entire  and  inviolate.**  a  high  crime  and  misdemeanour.     This 

This  provision,  which  was  rather  super-  resolution  being  carried,  he  absented  him- 

erogatory,  was  of  course  intended  to  show  self  firom  the  house,  and  was  erpellcd. 

the  determination  of  parliament  not  to  be  Pari.  Hist  900.     Commons*  Journals, 

governed,  ostensibly  at  least,  by  foreigners  12th  March,  1 694-5.    The  duke  of  Leeds, 

under  their  foreign  master.  that  veteran  of  secret  iniquity,  was  disco- 

t  Pari.  Hist  807.  840.     Burnet  says,  vered  about  the  same  time  to  have  taken 

p.  42.,  that  sir  John  Trevor,  a  tory,  first  bribes  from  the  East  India  Company,  and 

put  the  king  on  this  method  of  corrup-  was  impeached  in  consequence  ;    I  saj 

tion.     Trevor  himself  was  so  venal  that  discovered,  for  there  seems  little  or  no 

he  received  a  present  of  1000  guineas  doubt  of  his  guilt     The  impeachment 
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check  was  put  on  the  number  or  quality  of  placemen  in  the 
lower  house.  New  offices  were  continually  created,  and  at 
unreasonable  salaries.  Those  who  desire  to  see  a  regard  to 
virtue  and  liberty  in  the  parliament  of  England  could  not  be 
insensible  to  the  enormous  mischief  of  this  influence.  If 
some  apology  might  be  offered  for  it  in  the  precarious  state 
of  the  revolution  government,  this  did  not  take  away  the 
possibility  of  future  danger,  when  the  monarchy  should  have 
regained  its  usual  stability.  But  in  seeking  for  a  remedy 
against  the  peculiar  evil  of  the  times,  the  party  in  opposition 
to  the  court  during  this  reign,  whose  efforts  at  reformation 
were  too  frequently  misdirected,  either  through  faction  or 
some  sinister  regards  towards  the  deposed  family,  went  into 
the  preposterous  extremity  of  banishing  all  servants  of  the 
crown  from  the  house  of  commons.  Whether  the  bill  for 
free  and  impartial  proceedings  in  parliament,  which  was  re- 
jected by  a  very  small  majority  of  the  house  of  lords  in  1693, 
and  having  in  the  next  session  passed  through  both  houses, 
met  with  the  king's  negative,  to  the  great  disappointment 
and  displeasure  of  the  commons,  was  of  this  general  nature, 
or  excluded  only  certain  specified  officers  of  the  crown,  I  am 
not  able  to  determine ;  though  the  prudence  and  expediency 
of  William's  refusal  must  depend  entirely  upon  that  question.* 


however  was  not  prosecuted  for  want  of  makes  that  few  abuses  can  be  inquired 
evidence.  Pari.  Hist.  881.  911.  93S.  into  or  discovered.** 
Guy,  secretary  of  the  treasury,  another  *  Pari.  Hist.  748.  829.  I'he  house  re- 
ef Charles  II.*s  court,  was  eipelled  the  solved,  **that  whoever  advised  the  king 
house  on  a  similar  imputation.  Id.  886.  not  to  give  the  royal  assent  to  the  act 
Lord  Falkland  was  sent  to  the  Tower  for  touching  free  and  impartial  proceedings 
b^ging  20002.  of  the  king.  Id.  841.  A  in  parliament,  which  was  to  redress  a 
system  of  in&mous  peculation  among  grievance,  and  take  off  a  scandal  upon 
the  officers  of  government  came  to  light  the  proceedings  of  the  commons  in  par- 
through  the  inqubitive  spirit  of  parlia-  liament,  is  an  enemy  to  their  migesties 
ment  in  this  reign ;  not  that  the  nation  and  the  kingdom.**  They  laid  a  repre- 
was  worse  and  more  corrupt  than  under  sentation  before  the  king,  showing  how 
the  Stuarts,  but  that  a  profligacy,  which  few  instances  have  been  in  former  reigns 
had  been  engendered  and  had  flourished  of  denying  the  royal  assent  to  bills  for 
under  their  administration,  was  now  redress  of  grievances,  and  the  great  grief 
dragged  to  light  and  punishment.  Long  of  the  commons  "  for  his  not  having  given 
sessions  of  parliament  and  a  vigilant  the  royal  assent  to  several  public  bills, 
party-spirit  exposed  the  evil,  and  have  and  particularly  the  biU  touching  free 
finally  in  a  great  measure  removed  it ;  and  impartial  proceedings  in  parliament, 
though  Burnet*s  remark  is  still  not  which  tended  so  much  to  the  clearing 
wholly  obsolete.  **  The  regard,"  says  the  reputation  of  this  house,  after  their 
that  honest  bishop,  "  that  is  shown  to  having  so  freely  voted  to  supply  the 
the  members  of  parliament  among  us,  public   occasions.**      The   king  gave  a 

VOL.  II.  A  A 
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But  in  the  act  of  settlement,  the  clause  is  quite  without  ex- 
ception ;  and,  if  it  had  ever  taken  effect,  no  minister  could 
have  had  a  seat  in  the  house  of  commons,  to  bring  forward, 
explain,  or  defend  the  measures  of  the  executive  government. 
Such  a  separation  and  want  of  intelligence  between  the  crown 
and  parliament  must  either  have  destroyed  the  one,  or  de- 
graded the  other.  The  house  of  commons  would  either,  in 
jealousy  and  passion,  have  armed  the  strength  of  the  people  to 
subvert  the  monarchy,  or,  losing  that  effective  control  over 
the  appointment  of  ministers,  which  has  sometimes  gone  near 
to  their  nomination,  would  have  fallen  almost  into  the  con- 
dition of  those  states-general  of  ancient  kingdoms,  which  have 
met  only  to  be  cajoled  into  subsidies,  and  give  a  passive  con- 
sent to  the  propositions  of  the  court.  It  is  one  of  the  greatest 
safeguards  of  our  liberty,  that  eloquent  and  ambitious  men, 
such  as  aspire  to  guide  the  councils  of  the  crown,  are  from 
habit  and  use  so  connected  with  the  houses  of  parliament, 
and  derive  from  them  so  much  of  their  renown  and  influence, 
that  they  lie  under  no  temptation,  nor  could  without  insanity 
be  prevailed  upon,  to  diminish  the  authority  and  privileges  of 
that  assembly.  No  English  statesman,  since  the  revolution, 
can  be  liable  to  the  very  slightest  suspicion  of  an  aim,  or 
even  a  wish,  to  establish  absolute  monarchy  on  the  ruins  of 
our  constitution.  Whatever  else  has  been  done,  or  designed 
to  be  done  amiss,  the  rights  of  parliament  have  been  out  of 
danger.  They  have,  whenever  a  man  of  powerful  mind  shall 
direct  the  cabinet,  and  none  else  can  possibly  be  formidable, 
the  strong  security  of  his  own  interest,  which  no  such  man 
will  desire  to  build  on  the  caprice  and  intrigue  of  a  court. 
And,  as  this  immediate  connexion  of  the  advisers  of  the  crown 
with  the  house  of  commons,  so  that  they  are,  and  ever  pro- 
fess themselves,  as  truly  the  servants  of  one  as  of  the  odier, 
is  a  pledge  for  their  loyalty  to  the  entire  legislature,  as  well 
as  to  their  sovereign,  (I  mean,  of  course,  as  to  the  funda- 
mental principles  of  our  constitution,)  so  has  it  preserved  for 

courteous  but  evasive  answer,  as  indeed         Though    the  particular  provisions  of 
it  was  natural  to  expect ;  but  so  great  a  this  bill  do  not  appear,  I  think  it  pro- 
flame  was  raised  in  the  commons,  that  it  bable  that  it  went  too  &r  in  excluding 
was  moved  to  address  him  for  a  further  military  as  well  as  civil  oflicers. 
answer,  which  however  there  was  still  a 
sense  of  decorum  sufficient  to  prevent. 
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the  commons  their  preponderating  share  in  the  executive  ad- 
ministration, and  elevated  them  in  the  eyes  of  foreign  nations, 
till  the  monarchy  itself  has  fallen  comparatively  into  shade. 
The  pulse  of  Europe  beats  according  to  the  tone  of  our  par- 
liament ;  the  counsels  of  our  kings  are  there  revealed,  and 
by  that  kind  of  previous  sanction  which  it  has  been  customary 
to  obtain,  become,  as  it  were,  the  resolutions  of  a  senate  ; 
and  we  enjoy  the  individual  pride  and  dignity  which  belong 
to  republicans,  with  the  steadiness  and  tranquillity  which  the 
supremacy  of  a  single  person  has  been  supposed  peculiarly 
to  bestow.* 

But,  if  the  chief  ministers  of  the  crown  are  indispensably 
to  be  present  in  one  or  other  house  of  parliament,  it  by  no 
means  follows  that  the  doors  should  be  thrown  open  to  all 
those  subaltern  retainers,  who,  too  low  to  have  had  any  par- 
ticipation in  the  measures  of  government,  come  merely  to 
earn  their  salaries  by  a  sure  and  silent  vote.  Unless  some 
limitation  could  be  put  on  the  number  of  such  officers,  they 
might  become  the  majority  of  every  parliament,  especially  if 
its  duration  were  indefinite  or  very  long.  It  was  always  the 
popular  endeavour  of  the  opposition,  or,  as  it  was  usually 
denominated,  the  country  party,  to  reduce  the  number  of  these 
dependants ;  and  as  constantly  the  whole  strength  of  the  court 
was  exerted  to  keep  them  up.  William,  in  truth,  from  his 
own  errors,  and  from  the  disadvantage  of  the  times,  would 
not  venture  to  confide  in  an  unbiassed  parliament.  On  the 
formation,  however,  of  a  new  board  of  revenue,  in  1694,  for 
managing  the  stamp-duties,  its  members  were  incapacitated 
from  sitting  in  the  house  of  commons.t      This,  I  believe,  is 

*  [The  tories  introduced  a  clause,  ao-  to  in  the  phrase  "  government,**  which 
cording  to  Burnet,  into  the  oath  of  ab-  may  be  taken  in  a  large  sense.  Burnet, 
juration,  to  maintain  the  government  by  however,  as  Ralph  points  out,  has  mis- 
king,  lords,  and  commons.  This  was  represented  the  clause.  The  words 
rejected  by  the  lords ;  and  Burnet  calls  were,  **  constitution  and  government  by 
it  **  a  barefiiced  republican  notion,  which  king,  lords,  and  commons,  as  by  law 
was  wont  to  be  condemned  as  such,  by  established  :'*  which  he  conjectures  to  be 
the  same  persons  who  now  pressed  it.**  rather  levelled  at  '*  barefaced  republican 
The  lords  and  commons,  he  observes,  notions,**  than  borrowed  from  them, 
are  indeed  part  of  the  constitution  and  Ralph,  ii.  1018.  Buruet*s  memory  was 
the  legislative  body,  but  not  of  the  go-  too  deceitful  to  be  trusted  without  refer- 
Temment.  Vol.  iv.  p.  5S8.  But  speaker  ence  to  books ;  yet  he  seems  rarely  to 
Onslow,  coming  half  a  century  later,  have  made  any. — 1845.] 
after  the  whig  practice  and  theory  bad  f  4  &  5  W.  &  M.  c.  21 . 
become  establiahed,  sees  little  to  object 
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the  first  instance  of  exclusion  on  account  of  employment ; 
and  a  similar  act  was  obtained  in  1699)  extending  this  dis- 
ability to  the  commissioners  and  some  other  officers  of  excise.* 
But  when  the  absolute  exclusion  of  all  civil  and  military 
officers  by  the  act  of  settlement  was  found,  on  cool  reflection, 
too  impracticable  to  be  maintained,  and  a  revision  of  that 
article  took  place  in  the  year  I7O6,  the  house  of  commons 
were  still  determined  to  preserve  at  least  the  principle  of 
limitation,  as  to  the  number  of  placemen  within  their  walls. 
They  gave  way  indeed  to  the  other  house  in  a  considerable 
degree,  receding,  with  some  unwillingness,  from  a  clause 
specifying  expressly  the  description  of  offices  which  should 
not  create  a  disqualification,  and  consenting  to  an  entire  repeal 
of  the  original  article.!  But  they  established  two  provisions 
of  great  importance,  which  still  continue  the  great  securities 
against  an  overwhelming  influence  :  first,  that  every  member 
of  the  house  of  commons  accepting  an  office  under  the  crown, 
except  a  higher  commission  in'  the  army,  shall  vacate  his 
seat,  and  a  new  writ  shall  issue ;  secondly,  that  no  person 
holding  an  office  created  since  the  25th  of  October,  1705, 
shall  be  capable  of  being  elected  or  re-elected  at  all.  They 
excluded  at  the  same  time  all  such  as  held  pensions  during 
the  pleasure  of  the  crown  ;  and,  to  check  the  multiplication 
of  placemen,  enacted,  that  no  greater  number  of  commis- 
sioners should  be  appointed  to  execute  any  office  than  had 


*  1 1  &  1 2  W.  3.  c.  2.  §  50.  liament,  and  endanger  the  liberties  of  the 
f  The  house  of  commons  introduced  commons  of  England.  Those  on  the 
into  the  act  of  security,  as  it  was  called,  lords*  side  gave  their  reasons  to  the  con- 
a  long  clause,  carried  on  a  division  by  trary  at  great  length,  Feb.  1 1 .  The  com- 
167  to  160,  Jan.  24.  1706,  enumerating  mons  determined,  Feb.  18.,  to  insert  the 
various  persons  who  should  be  eligible  to  provision  vacating  the  seat  of  a  member 
parliament ;  the  principal  officers  of  state,  accepting  office ;  and  resolved  not  to  insist 
the  commissioners  of  treasury  and  ad-  on  their  disagreements  as  to  the  main 
miralty,  and  a  limited  number  of  other  clause.  Three  protests  were  entered  in 
placemen.  The  lords  thought  fit  to  repeal  the  house  of  lords  against  inserting  the 
the  whole  prohibitory  enactment.  It  was  word  **  repealed  **  in  reference  to  the  pro- 
resolved  in  the  commons,  by  a  majority  hibitory  clause,  instead  of*'  regulated  and 
of  205  to  183,  that  they  would  not  agree  altered,*'  all  by  tory  peers.  It  is  observ- 
to  this  amendment.  A  conference  accord-  able  that,  as  the  provision  was  not  to 
ingly  took  place,  when  the  managers  of  take  effect  till  the  house  of  Hanover 
the  commons  objected,  Feb.  7.)  that  a  should  succeed  to  the  throne,  the  stick- 
total  repeal  of  that  provision  would  admit  lers  for  it  might  be  full  as  much  in- 
such  an  unlimited  number  of  officers  to  fluenced  by  their  ill-will  to  that  family 
sit  in  their  house,  as  might  destroy  the  as  by  Iheir  seal  for  liberty, 
free  and  impartial  proceedings    in  par- 
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been  employed  in  its  execution  at  some  time  before  that  par- 
liament* These  restrictions  ought  to  be  rigorously  and 
jealously  maintained,  and  to  receive  a  construction,  in  doubt- 
ful cases,  according  to  their  constitutional  spirit ;  not  as  if 
they  were  of  a  penal  nature  towards  individuals,  an  absurdity 
in  which  the  careless  and  indulgent  temper  of  modern  times 
might  sometimes  acquiesce.t 

It  had  been  the  practice  of  the  Stuarts,  especially  in  the 
last  years  of  their  dynasty,  to  dismiss  judges,  with-  independence 
out  seeking  any  other  pretence,  who  showed  any  «»'J"'*«**- 
disposition  to  thwart  government  in  political  prosecutions. 
The  general  behaviour  of  the  bench  had  covered  it  with- 
infamy.  Though  the  real  security  for  an  honest  court  of 
justice  must  be  found  in  their  responsibility  to  parliament  and 
to  public  opinion,  it  was  evident  that  their  tenure  in  office 
must,  in  the  first  place,  cease  to  be  precarious,  and  their  in- 
tegrity rescued  from  the  severe  trial  of  forfeiting  the  emolu- 
ments upon  which  they  subsisted.  « In  the  debates  previous 
to  the  declaration  of  rights,  we  find  that  several  speakers 
insisted  on  making  the  judges'  commissions  quamdiu  se  bene 
yesserinty  that  is,  during  life  or  good  behaviour,  instead  of 
durante  placitOy  at  the  discretion  of  the  crown.  The  former, 
indeed,  is  said  to  have  been  the  ancient  course  till  the  reign  1 
of  James  I.  But  this  was  omitted  in  the  hasty  and  imperfect 
bill  of  rights.  The  commissions  however  of  William's  judges 
ran  quamdiu  se  bene  gesserint.  But  the  king  gave  an 
unfortunate  instance  of  his  very  injudicious  tenacity  of  bad 
prerogatives,  in  refusing  his  assent,  in  1(SQ%  to  a  bill  that 
had  passed  both  houses,  for  establishing  this  independence  of 
the  judges  by  law  and  confirming  their  salaries.t  We  owe 
thisjmpgrtant  provision  to  the  act  of  settlement;  iiot,  as 
ignorance  and  adiiTation  have  perpetually' asserted,  to  his  late 
majesty  George  III.  No  judge  can  be  dismissed  from  office, 
"except  in  consequence  of  a  conviction  for  some  offence,  or  the 

*  4  Anne,  c.  8.     6  Anne,  c.  7.  relaxing  many  provisions  which  had  been 

f  This,  it  is  to  be  observed,  was  written  required  in  very  different  times. 
before  the  reform  bill   of    1832,  which         \  Burnet,  86.     It  was  represented  to 

created  a  necessity,  if  any  sort  of  balance  the  king,  he  says,  by  some  of  the  judges 

is  to  be  preserved  in  our  constitution,  of  themselves,  that  it  was  not  fit  they  should 

strengthening  the  executive  power,  and  be  out  of  all  dependence  on  the  court, 
consequently  flictated   the  expediency  of 
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address  of  both  houses  of  parliament,  which  is  tantamount 
to  an  act  of  the  legislature.*  It  is  always  to  be  kept  in  mind 
that  they  are  still  accessible  to  the  hope  of  further  promotion, 
to  the  zeal  of  political  attachment,  to  the  flattery  of  princes 
and  ministers ;  that  the  bias  of  their  prejudices,  as  elderly 
and  peaceable  men,  will,  in  a  plurality  of  cases,  be  on  the 
side  of  power  ;  that  they  have  very  frequently  been  trained, 
as  advocates,  to  vindicate  every  proceeding  of  the  crown ; 
from  all  which  we  should  look  on  them  with  some  little 
vigilance,  and  not  come  hastily  to  a  conclusion  that,  because 
their  commissions  cannot  be  vacated  by  the  crown's  authority, 
they  are  wholly  out  of  the  reach  of  its  influence.  I  would 
by  no  means  be  misinterpreted,  as  if  the  general  conduct  of 
our  courts  of  justice  since  the  revolution,  and  especially  in 
later  times,  which  in  most  respects  have  been  the  best  times, 
were  not  deserving  of  that  credit  it  has  usually  gained ;  but 
possibly  it  may  have  been  more  guided  and  kept  straight 
than  some  are  willing  to  acknowledge  by  the  spirit  of  observ- 
ation and  censure  which  modifies  and  controls  our  whole  go- 
vernment. 

The  last  clause  in  the  act  of  settlement,  that  a  pardon  un- 
der the  great  seal  shall  not  be  pleadable  in  bar  of  an  impeach- 
men,  requires  no  particular  notice  beyond  what  has  been  said 
on  the  subject  in  a  former  chapter. f 

In  the  following  session,  a  new  parliament  having  been 

Oath  of      assembled,  in  which  the  tory  faction  had  less  influ- 
abjuriition.  ^^^  ^y^^^  j^^  ^^  |^^^  ^^  L^^jg  ^IV.  haviug,  b  the 

mean  time,  acknowledged  the  son  of  James  as  king  of  Eng- 
land, the  natural  resentment  of  this  insult  and  breach  of  faith 
was  shown  in  a  more  decided  assertion  of  revolution  prin- 
ciples than  had  hitherto  been  made.  The  pretended  king 
was  attainted  of  high  treason  ;  a  measure  absurd  as  a  law,  but 
politic  as  a  denunciation  of  perpetual  enmity,  t    It  was  made 

*  It  was  originally  resolved  that  they  peers,  all  whigs,  entered  a  protest     Pari, 

should  be  removable  on  the  address  of  Hist  482. 

either  house,  which  was  changed  after-  ^  ISW.  S.  c.  3.    The  lords  introduced 

wards  to  both  houses.     Comm.  Journ.  an  amendment  into  this  bill,  to  attaint 

1 2th  March,  and  10th  May.  also  Mary  of  Este,  the  late   queen  of 

f  It  was  proposed  in  the  lords,  as  a  James  II.     But  the  commons  disagreed, 

clause  in  the  bill  of  rights,  that  pardons  on  the  ground  that  it  might  be  of  danger- 

upon  an  impeachment  should    be  void,  ous  consequence  to  attaint  any  one  by  an 

but  lost  by  50  to  17;  on  which  twelve  amendment,  in  which  ease  such  due  con- 
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high  treason  to  correspond  with  him,  or  remit  money  for  his 
service.  And  a  still  more  vigorous  measure  was  adopted,  an 
oath  to  be  taken,  not  only  by  all  civil  officers,  but  by  all  ec- 
clesiastics, members  of  the  universities,  and  schoolmasters, 
acknowledging  William  as  lawful  and  rightful  king,  and 
denying  any  right  or  title  in  the  pretended  prince  of  Wales.* 
The  tories,  and  especially  lord  Nottingham,  had  earnestly 
contended,  in  the  beginning  of  the  king*s  reign,  against  those 
words  in  the  act  of  recognition,  which  asserted  William  and 
Mary  to  be  rightfully  and  lawfully  king  and  queen.  They 
opposed  the  association  at  the  time  of  the  assassination-plo^ 
on  account  of  the  same  epithets,  taking  a  distinction  which 
satisfied  the  narrow  understanding  of  Nottingham,  and  served 
as  a  subterfuge  for  more  cunning  men,  between  a  king  whom 
they  were  bound  in  all  cases  to  obey  and  one  whom  they 
could  style  rightful  and  lawful.  These  expressions  were  in 
fact  slightly  modified  on  that  occasion ;  yet  fifteen  peers  and 
ninety-two  commoners  declined,  at  least  for  a  time,  to  sign  it. 
The  present  oath  of  abjuration  therefore  was  a  signal  victory 
of  the  whigs  who  boasted  of  the  revolution  over  the  tories 
who  excused  it.t  The  renunciation  of  the  hereditary  right, 
for  at  this  time  few  of  the  latter  party  believed  in  the 
young  man's  spuriousness,  was  complete  and  unequivocal. 
The  dominant  faction  might  enjoy  perhaps  a  charitable  plea- 
sure in  exposing  many  of  their  adversaries,  and  especially  the 
high-church  clergy,  to  the  disgrace  and  remorse  of  perjury. 
Few  or  none  however  who  had  taken  the  oath  of  allegiance 
refused  this  additional  cup  of  bitterness,  though  so  much  less 
defensible,  according  to  the  principles  they  had  employed  to 
vindicate  their  compliance  in  the  former  instance ;  so  true  it 
is  that,  in  matters  of  conscience,  the  first  scruple  is  the  only 
one  which  it  costs  much  to  overcome.  But  the  imposition 
of  this  test,  as  was  evident  in  a  few  years,  did  not  check  the 


sideration  cannot  be  had,  as  the  nature  of  |  Sixteen  lords,  including  two  bishops, 

an  attainder  requires.     The  lords,  after  a  Compton  and  Sprat,  protested  against  the 

conference,  gave  way;  but  brought  in  a  bill  containing  the  abjuration  oath.     The 

separate  bill  to  attaint  Mary  of   Estc,  first  reason  of  their  votes  was  afterwards 

which  passed  with  a  protest  of  the  tory  expunged  from  the  Journals  by  order  of 

peers.     Lords' Journals,  Feb.  6.  12.20.  the  house.     Lords*  Journals,  24th  Feb., 

1701-2.  3d  March,  1701-2. 
•   13  W.  3.  c  6. 
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boldness,  or  diminish  the  nnmbers,  of  the  Jacobites ;  and  I 
must  confess,  that  of  all  sophistry  that  weakens  moral  obli- 
gation, that  is  the  most  pardonai>le,  whidi  men  employ  to 
escape  from  this  species  of  tyranny.  The  state  may  reason- 
ably make  an  entire  and  hes^elt  attachment  to  its  anthority 
the  condition  of  civil  trust;  but  nothing  more  than  a 
promise  of  peaceable  obedience  can  justly  be  exacted 
from  those  who  ask  only  to  obey  in  peace.  There  was  a  bad 
spirit  abroad  in  the  church,  ambitious,  factious,  intolerant, 
calumnious ;  but  this  was  not  necessarily  partaken  by  all 
its  members,  and  many  excellent  men  might  deem  themselves 
hardly  dealt  with  in  requiring  their  denial  of  an  abstract 
proposition,  which  did  not  appear  so  totally  £alse  according 
to  their  notions  of  the  English  constitution  and  the  church's 
doctrine.  * 

*  WbistoD  mentions,  that  Mr.  Baker,  bnt  the  oAth  of  abjuntion  eoming  out  tfie 

of  St.  John's,  Cambridge,  a  worthy  and  next  year,  bad  such  expresaons  as  he  stiD 

learned  man,  as  well  as  others  of  the  col-  scrupled.     Whiston*s  Memoirs.      Biog. 

lege,  had  thoughts  cf  taking  the  oath  of  Brit.  (Kippis's  edition),  art.  Baker. 
allegiance  on  the  death  of  king  James ; 
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CHAPTER  XVI. 


ON    THE    STATE    OF    THE    CONSTITUTION    IN    THE    REIGNS 
OF    ANNE,    GEORGE  I.,    AND    GEORGE  II. 

IWmmaiion  of  Contest  between  the  Crown  and  Parliament — Distinctive  Prin' 
triples  of  Whigs  and  Tories  —  Changes  effected  in  these  by  Circumstances  — 
Impeachment  of  Sacheverell  displays  them  again  —  Revolutions  in  the  Ministry 
under  Anne  —  War  of  the  Succession — TVeaty  of  Peace  broken  off — Renewed 
again  by  the  Tory  Government  —  Arguments  for  and  against  the  Treaty  of 
Utrecht  —  The  Negotioi^n  mismanaged —  Intrigues  of  the  Jacobites  —  Some 
of  the  Mimsters  engage  in  them  —  Just  Alarm  for  the  Hanover  Succession  — 
Accession  of  George  I.  —  Whigs  come  into  Power  —  Great  Disaffection  in  the 
Kingdom — Impeachment  of  Tory  Mimsters — Bill  for  Septennial  Parlia^ 
fnenU  —  Peerage  Bill  —  Jacobitism  among  the  Clergy  —  Convocation  —  its 
Encroachments  —  Hoadley  —  Convocation  no  longer  suffered  to  sit  —  /n- 
fringements  of  the  Toleration  by  Statutes  under  Atme  —  They  are  repealed  by 
the  Whigs  —  Principles  of  Toleration  fully  established  —  Banishment  of  Alter- 
bury  —  Decline  of  the  Jticobites —  Prejudices  against  the  reigning  Family  — 
Jealousy  of  the  Croum —  Changes  in  the  Constitution  whereon  it  was  founded  — 
Permanent  military  Force  —  Apprehensions  from  it — Estab&shment  of  MiUtia 
—  Influence  over  ParUameni  by  Places  and  Pensions  —  Attempts  to  restrain 
it  —  Place  Bill  of  1743  —  Secret  Corruption  —  Commitments  for  Breach  of 
Privilege  —  of  Members  for  Offences — of  Strangers  for  Offences  against 
Members  —  or  for  Offences  against  the  House  —  Kentish  Petition  of  1701  — 
Dispute  with  Lords  about  Aylesbury  Election  —  Proceedings  against  Mr, 
Murray  m  1751  —  Commitments  for  Offences  unconnected  with  the  House  — 
Privileges  of  the  House  not  controllable  by  Courts  of  Law  —  Danger  of  stretch- 
ing this  too  far — Extension  of  Penal  Laws  —  Diminution  of  Personal  Au- 
thority  of  the  Croum  —  Causes  of  this  —  Party  Connexions  —  Influence  of 
political  Writings  —  PubUcation  of  Debates  —  Increased  Influence  of  the 
middle  Ranks. 

The  act  of  settlement  was  the  seal  of  our  constitutional  laws, 
the  complement  of  the  revolution  itself  and  the  bill  Termina- 
of  rights,  the  last  great  statute  which  restrains  the  ^nt^Vil?. 
power  of  the  crown,  and  manifests,  in  any  conspi-  crowSlnd 
cuous  degree,  a  jealousy  of  parliament  in  behalf  of  p"""''*"^"*- 
its  own  and  the  subject's  privileges.     The  battle  had  been 
fought  and  gained;    the  statute-book,  as  it  becomes  more 
voluminous,  is  less  interesting  in  the  history  of  our  constitu- 
tion ;    the  voice  of  petition,  complaint,  or  remonstrance  is 
seldom  to  be  traced  in  the  Journals ;  the  crown  in  return 
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desists  altogether,  not  merely  from  the  threatening  or  objur- 
gatory tone  of  the  Stuarts,  but  from  that  dissatisfaction  some- 
times apparent  in  the  language  of  William ;  and  the  vessel 
seems  riding  in  smooth  water,  moved  by  other  impulses,  and 
liable  perhaps  to  other  dangers,  than  those  of  the  ocean- wave 
and  the  tempest.  The  reigns,  accordingly,  of  Anne,  George  I., 
and  George  IL,  afford  rather  materials  for  dissertation,  than 
consecutive  facts  for  such  a  work  as  the  present ;  and  may 
be  sketched  in  a  single  chapter,  though  by  no  means  the 
least  important,  which  the  reader's  study  and  reflection  must 
enable  him  to  fill  up.  Changes  of  an  essential  nature  were 
in  operation  during  the  sixty  years  of  these  three  reigns,  as 
well  as  in  that  beyond  the  limits  of  this  undertaking,  which 
in  length  measures  them  all ;  some  of  them  greatly  enhanc- 
ing the  authority  of  the  crown,  or  rather  of  the  executive 
government,  while  others  had  so  opposite  a  tendency,  that 
philosophical  speculators  have  not  been  uniform  in  determin- 
ing on  which  side  was  the  sway  of  the  balance. 

No  clear  understanding  can  be  acquired  of  the  political 
history  of  England  without  distinguishing,  with  some  accu- 
racy of  definition,  the  two^great  parties^  whig ^nd  tqry. 
But  this  is  not  easy ;  Ifecause  mose^denominations  being 
sometimes  applied  to  factions  in  the  state,  intent  on  their  own 
DittinctiTc  aggrandizement,  sometimes  to  the  principles  they 
Sf  whSJ*    entertained  or  professed,  have  become  equivocal,  and 
and  toria.    ^^  ^^  ^^  mcaus,  at  all  periods  and  on  all  occasions, 

present  the  same  sense  ;  an  ambiguity  which  has  been  in- 
creased by  the  lax  and  incorrect  use  of  familiar  language. 
We  may  consider  the  words,  in  the  first  instance,  as  expres- 
sive of  a  political  theory  or  principle,  applicable  to  the  English 
government.  They  were  originally  employed  at  the  time  of 
the  bill  of  exclusion,  though  the  distinction  of  the  parties  they 
denote  is  evidently  at  least  as  old  as  the  long  parliament. 
Both  of  these  parties,  it  is  material  to  observe,  agreed  in  the 
maintenance  of  the  constitution  ;  that  is,  in  the  administration 
of  government  by  an  hereditary  sovereign,  and  in  the  con- 
currence of  that  sovereign  with  the  two  houses  of  parliament 
in  legislation,  as  well  as  in  those  other  institutions  which 
have  been  reckoned  most  ancient  and  fundamental.  A 
favourer  of  unlimited  monarchy  was  not  a  tory,  neither  was 
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a  republican  a  whig.  Lord  Clarendon  was  a  tory,  Hobbes 
was  not ;  bishop  Hoadley  was  a  whig,  Milton  was  not.  But 
they  differed  mainly  in  this  ;  that  to  a  tory  the  constitution, 
inasmudi  as  it  was  the  constitution,  was  an  ultimate  point, 
beyond  which  he  never  looked,  and  from  which  he  thought  it 
altogether  impossible  to  swerve  ?  whereas  a  whig  deemed  all 
forms  of  government  subordinate  to  the  public  good,  and  there- 
fore liable  to  change  when  they  should  cease  to  promote  that  ob- 
ject. Within  those  bounds  which  he,  as  well  as  his  antagonist, 
meant  not  to  transgress,  and  rejecting  all  unnecessary  inno- 
vation, the  whig  had  a  natural  tendency  to  j^oliticalJrnproye. 
ment.  the  tory  an  aversion  to  it.  The  one  loved  to  descant 
on  liberty  and  the  rights  of  manlcind,  the  other  on  the  mis- 
chiefs of  sedition  and  the  rights  of  kings.  Though  both,  as 
I  have  said,  admitted  a  common  principle,  the  maintenance  of 
the  constitution,  yet  this  made  the  privileges  of  the  subject, 
that  the  crown's  prerogative,  his  peculiar  care.  Hence  it 
seemed  likely  that,  through  passion  and  circumstance,  the 
tory  might  aid  in  establishing  despotism,  or  the  whig  in  sub- 
verting monarchy.  The  former  was  generally  hostile  to  the 
liberty  of  the  press,  and  to  freedom  of  inquiry,  especially  in 
religion  ;  the  latter  their  friend.  The  principle  of  the  one, 
in  short,  was  amelioration  ;  of  the  other,  conservation. 

But  the  distinctive  characters  of  whig  and  tory  were  less 
plainly  seen,  after  the  revolution  and  act  of  settle-  change. 
ment,  in  relation  to  the  crown,  than  to  some  other  Jf^Hb/ dr- 
parts  of  our  polity.  The  tory  was  ardently,  and  in  <^""*«»"«* 
the  first  place,  the  supporter  of  the  church  in  as  much  pre- 
eminence and  power  as  he  could  give  it.  For  the  church's 
sake,  when  both  seemed  as  it  were  on  one  plank,  he  sacrificed 
his  loyalty ;  for  her  he  was  always  ready  to  persecute  the 
catholic,  and  if  the  times  permitted  not  to  persecute,  yet  to 
restrain  and  discountenance,  the  non-conformist.  He  came 
unwillingly  into  the  toleration,  which  the  whig  held  up  as  one 
of  the  great  trophies  of  the  revolution.  The  whig  spurned 
at  the  haughty  language  of  the  church,  and  treated  the  dis- 
senters with  moderation,  or  perhaps  with  favour.  This  dis- 
tinction subsisted  long  after  the  two  parties  had  shifted  their 
ground  as  to  civil  liberty  and  royal  power.  Again,  a 
predilection  for  the  territorial  aristocracy,  and  for  a  govern- 
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ment  chiefly  conducted  by  their  influence,  a  jealousy  of  new 
men,  of  the  mercantile  interest,  of  the  commonalty,  never 
failed  to  mark  the  genuine  tory.  It  has  been  common  to 
speak  of  the  whigs  as  an  aristocratical  faction.  Doubtless 
the  majority  of  the  peerage  from  the  revolution  downwards 
to  the  death  of  George  11.  were  of  that  denomination.  But 
this  is  merely  an  instance  wherein  the  party  and  the  principle 
are  to  be  distingmshed.  The  natural  bias  of  the  aristocracy 
is  towards  the  crown  ;  but,  except  in  most  part  of  the  reign 
of  Anne,  the  crown  might  be  reckoned  with  the  whig  party. 
No  one  who  reflects  on  the  motives  w^hich  are  likely  to  influ- 
ence the  judgment  of  classes  in  society,  would  hesitate  to 
predict  that  an  English  house  of  lords  would  contain  a  larger 
proportion  of  men  inclined  to  the  tory  principle  than  of  the 
opposite  school ;  and  we  do  not  find  that  experience  contra- 
dicts this  anticipation. 

It  will  be  obvious  that  I  have  given  to  each  of  these  poli- 
tical principles  a  moral  character  ;  and  have  considered  them 
as  they  would  subsist  in  upright  and  conscientious  men,  not 
as  we  may  find  them  *^  in  the  dregs  of  Romulus,"  suffocated 
by  selfishness  or  distorted  by  faction.  The  whigs  appear  to 
have  taken  a  far  more  comprehensive  view  of  the  nature  and 
ends  of  civil  society  ;  their  principle  is  more  virtuous,  more 
flexible  to  the  variations  of  time  and  circumstance,  more 
congenial  to  large  and  masculine  intellects.  But  it  may  pro- 
bably be  no  small  advantage,  that  the  two  parties,  or  rather 
the  sentiments  which  have  been  presumed  to  actuate  them, 
should  have  been  mingled,  as  we  find  them,  in  the  complex 
mass  of  the  English  nation,  whether  the  proportions  may  or 
not  have  be^i  always  such  as  we  might  desire.  They  bear  some 
analogy  to  the  two  forces  which  retain  the  planetary  bodies 
in  their  orbits ;  the  annihilation  of  one  would  disperse  them 
into  chaos,  that  of  the  other  would  drag  them  to  a  cen- 
tre. And,  though  I  cannot  reckon  these  old  appellations 
by  any  means  characteristic  of  our  political  factions  in  the 
nineteenth  century,  the  names  whig  and  tory  are  often  well 
applied  to  individuals.  Nor  can  it  be  otherwise ;  since  they 
are  founded  not  only  on  our  laws  and  history,  with  \vhich 
most  have  some  acquaintance,  but  in  the  diversities  of  con- 
dition and  of  moral  temperament  generally  subsisting  among 
mankind. 


Ai!mB,GBO.L,GEO.n.]  FROM  HENRY  VII.  TO  GEORGE  11.  365 

It  is  however  one  thing  to  prefer  the  whig  principle,  an- 
other to  justify,  as  an  advocate,  the  party  which  bore  that 
name.     So  far  as  they  were  guided  by  that  principle,  I  hold 
them  far  more  friendly  to  the  great  interests  of  the  common- 
wealth than  their  adversaries.     But,  in  truth,  the  peculiar  cir- 
cumstances of  these  four  reigns  after  the  revolution,  the  spirit 
of  faction,  prejudice,  and  animosity,  above  all,  the  desire  of  ob- 
taining or  retaining  power,  which,  if  it  be  ever  sought  as  a 
means,  is  soon  converted  into  an  end,  threw  both  parties  very 
often  into  a  false  position,  and  gave  to  each  the  language  and 
sentiments  of  the  other  ;  so  that  the  two  principles  are  rather 
to  be  traced  in  writings,  and  those  not  wholly  of  a  temporary 
nature,  than  in  the  debates  of  parliament.     In  the  reigns  of 
William  and  Anne,  the  whigs,  speaking  of  them  generally 
as  a  great  party,  had  preserved  their  original  character  un- 
impaired far  more  than  their  opponents.   All  that  had  passed 
in  the  former  reign  served  to  humble  the  tories,  and  to  en- 
feeble their  principle.     The  revolution  itself,  and  the  votes 
upon  which  it  was  founded,  the  bill  of  recognition  in  1690, 
the  repeal  of  the  non-resisting  test,  the  act  of  settlement,  the 
oath  of  abjuration,  were  solemn  adjudications,  as  it  were, 
against  their  creed.     They  took  away  the  old  argument,  that 
the  letter  of  the  law  was  on  their  side.     If  this  indeed  were 
all  usurpation,  the  answer  was  ready ;  but  those  who  did  not 
care  to  make  it,  or  by  their  submission  put  it  out  of  their 
power,  were  compelled  to  sacrifice  not  a  little  of  that  which 
had  entered  into  the  definition  of  a  tory.     Yet  even  this  had 
not  a  greater  eifect  than  that  systematic  jealousy  and  dislike 
of  the  administration,  which  made  them  encroach,  according 
to  ancient  notions,  and  certainly  their  own,  on  the  preroga- 
tive of  William.     They  learned  in  this  no  unpleasing  lesson 
to  popular  assemblies,  to  magnify  their  own  privileges  and 
the  rights  of  the  people.     This  tone  was  often  assumed  by 
the  friends  of  the  exiled  family,  and  in  them  it  was  without 
any  dereliction  of  their  object.     It  was  natural  that  a  Jaco- 
bite should  use  popular  topics  in  order  to  thwart  and  subvert 
an  usurping  government.    His  faith  was  to  the  crown,  but 
to  the  crown  on  a  right  head.     In  a  tory  who  voluntarily 
submitted  to  the  reigning  prince,  such  an  opposition  to  the 
prerogative  was  repugnant  to  the  maxims  of  his  creed,  and 
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placed  him,  as  I  have  said,  in  a  false  position.  This  is  of 
course  applicable  to  the  reigns  of  George  I.  and  II.,  and  in 
a  greater  degree  in  proportion  as  the  tory  and  Jacobite  were 
more  separated  than  they  had  been  perhaps  under  William. 

The  tories  gave  a  striking  proof  how  far  they  might  be 
brought  to  abandon  their  theories,  in  supporting  an  address 
to  the  queen  that  she  would  invite  the  princess  Sophia  to  take 
up  her  residence  in  England;  a  measure  so  unnatural  as 
well  as  imprudent,  that  some  have  ascribed  it  to  a  subtlety 
of  politics  which  I  do  not  comprehend.  But  we  need  not, 
perhaps,  look  farther  than  to  the  blind  rage  of  a  party  just 
discarded,  who,  out  of  pique  towards  their  sovereign,  made 
her  more  irreconcilably  their  enemy,  and  while  they  hoped 
to  brand  their  opponents  with  inconsistency,  forgot  that  the 
imputation  would  redound  with  tenfold  force  on  themselves. 
The  whigs  justly  resisted  a  proposal  so  little  called  for  at  that 
time  ;  but  it  led  to  an  act  for  die  security  of  the  succession, 
designating  a  regency  in  the  event  of  the  queen's  decease, 
and  providing  that  the  actual  parliament,  or  the  last,  if  none 
were  in  being,  should  meet  immediately,  and  continue  for  six 
months,  unless  dissolved  by  the  successor.* 

In  jhe  conduct  of  this  party,  generally  speaking,  we  do  not, 
I  think,  find  any  abandonment  of  the  cause  of  liberty.  The 
whigs  appear  to  have  been  zealous  for  bills  excluding  place- 
men from  the  house,  or  Umiting  their  numbers  in  it ;  and  the 
abolition  of  the  Scots  privy  council,  an  odious  and  despotic 
tribunal,  was  owing  in  a  great  measure  to  the  authority  of 
lord  Somers.  t  In  these  measures  however  the  tories  gene- 
rally co-operated ;  and  it  is  certainly  difficult  in  the  history 

*  4  Anne,  c.  8.     Pari.  Hist,  457.  et  den,  and  the  historian  himself,  were  of 

post.      Burnet,  429.  this  description  ;  and  consequently  did 

t  6  Anne,  c.  6.    Pari.  Hist.  613.     So-  not  always  support  Godolpbin.    P.  210^ 

merville,  '296.     Hardw.  Papers,  ii.  473.  &c.  Mr.  Wortley  brought  in  a  bill,  which 

Cunningham  attests  the  zeal  of  the  whigs  passed  the  commons  in  1710,  for  voting 

for  abolishing  the  Scots  privy  council,  by  ballot.     It  was  opposed  by  Wharton 

though  he  is  wrong  in  reckoning  lord  and  Godolpbin  in  the  lords,  as  dangerous 

Cowper  among  them,  whose  name  appears  to  the   constitution,   and    thrown  ouL 

in  the  protest  on  the  other  side,  ii.  135,  Wortley,  he  says,  went  the  neit  year  to 

&c.     llie  distinction  of  old  and  modem  Venice,  on  purpose  to  inquire  into  the 

whigs  appeared  again  in  this  reign  ;   the  effects  of  the  ballot,  which  prevailed  uni- 

former  professing,  and  in  general  feeling,  versally  in  that  republic.   P.  2&5.   I  have 

a  more  steady  attachment  to  the  principles  since  learned  that  no  trace  of  such  a  bill 

of  civil  liberty.     Sir    Peter   King,   sir  can  be  found  in  the  Journals;  yet  I  think 

Joseph  Jekyll,  Mr.  Wortley,  Mr.  Hamp-  Cunningham  must  have  had  some  ibun- 
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of  any  nation^  to  separate  the  influence  of  sincere  patriotism 
from  that  of  animosity  and  thirst  of  power.  But  one  me- 
morable event  in  the  reign  of  Anne  gfave  an  oppor- 

.        •  .  ^^  Impeach- 

tunity  for  bringinsf  the  two  theories  of  ffovem-  mentor 
ment  into  collision,  to  the  signal  advantage  of  that  dupuya 
which  the  whigs  professed ;  I  mean  the  impeachment 
of  Dr.  Sacheverell.     Though,  with  a  view  to  the  interests 
of  their  ministry,  this  prosecution  was  very  unadvised,  and 
has  been  deservedly  censured,  it  was  of  high  importance  in  a 
constitutional  light,  and  is  not  only  the  most  authentic  exposi- 
tion, but  the  most  authoritative  ratification,  of  the  principles 
upon  which  the  revolution  is  to  be  defended.* 

The  charge  against  Sacheverell  was,  not  for  impugning 
what  was  done  at  the  revolution,  which  he  affected  to  vindi- 
cate, but  for  maintaining  that  it  was  not  a  case  of  resistance 
to  the  supreme  power,  and  consequently  no  exception  to  his 
tenet  of  an  unlimited  passive  obedience.  The  managers  of 
the  impeachment  had,  therefore,  not  only  to  prove  that  there 
was  resistance  in  the  revolution,  which  could  not  of  course 
be  sincerely  disputed,  but  to  assert  the  lawfulness,  in  great 
emergencies,  or  what  is  called  in  politics  necessity,  of  taking 
arms  against  the  law — a  delicate  matter  to  treat  of  at  any 


dation  for  his  ciroumstantial  assertion.         It  seems,  therefore,  that  I  was  mis- 

The  ballot,  however,  was  probably  meant  taken  in  supposing  the  bill  mentioned  by 

to  be  in  parliament,  not,  or  not  wholly,  Cunningham  to  have  respected  the  mode 

in  elections.  of  voting  in  parliament.— 1845.] 

[On  searching  the  Journals,  I  find  *  Pari.  Hist  vi.  805.  Burnet,  537. 
a  bill  *<to  prevent  bribery,  corruption.  State  Trials,  xv.  1.  It  is  said  in  Coxe's 
and  other  indecent  practices,  in  elect-  Life  of  Marlborough,  iii.  1 41 .,  that  Marl- 
ing of  members  to  serve  in  parlia-  borough  and  Somers  were  against  this 
ment,"  ordered  to  be  brought  in,  17th  prosecution.  This  writer  goes  out  of 
Jan.  1706-9.  Nothing  further  appears  his  way  to  make  a  false  and  impertinent 
in  this  session  ;  but  in  the  next,  a  bill  remark  on  the  managers  of  the  impeach- 
with  the  same  title  is  brought  in,  15th  ment,  as  giving  encouragement  by  their 
Feb.  1709-10,  and  read  a  second  time  speeches  to  licentiousness  and  sedition. 
Feb.  1 8th ;  but  no  more  appears  about  Id.  1 66. 

it.    Mr.  Wortley*s  name  does  not  appear         [Cunningham  says  that  Marlborough 

among  those  who  were  ordered  to  bring  was  for  prosecution  at  law,  rather  than 

in  either  of  thene  bills.  impeachment ;  Somers  against  both,  ii. 

I  have  also  found  in  a  short  tract,  en-  277. :  Harley  spoke  against  the  impeach- 
titled  **  A  Patriot's  Proposal  to  the  Peo-  ment,  as  unworthy  of  the  house,  but  con- 
pie  of  England,**  1705,  a  recommendation  demned  SacheverelPs  sermon  as  foolish, 
of  election  by  ballot  It  is  highly  de-  calling  it  a**  circumgyration  of  incoherent 
mocratical  in  its  principle,  but  came  a  words ;  "  which,  the  historian  says,  some 
full  century  too  soon.  The  proceedings  thought  was  the  character  of  his  own 
of  the  House  of  Commons  in  the  Ayles-  speech.  Vol.  ii.  p.  285.— 1845.] 
bury  case  seem  to  have  produced  it. 
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time,  and  not  least  so  by  ministers  of  state  and  law  officers 
of  the  crown,  in  the  very  presence,  as  they  knew,  of  their 
sovereign.*  We  cannot  praise  too  highly  their  speeches  upon 
this  charge ;  some  shades,  rather  of  discretion  than  discord- 
ance, may  be  perceptible ;  and  we  may  distinguish  the  warmth 
of  Lechmere,  or  the  openness  of  Stanhope,  from  the  caution 
of  Walpole,  who  betrays  more  anxiety  than  his  colleagues  to 
give  no  oiTence  in  the  highest  quarter ;  but  in  every  one  the 
same  fundamental  principles  of  the  whig  creed,  except  on  which 
indeed  the  impeachment  could  not  rest,  are  unambiguously 
proclaimed*  ^*  Since  we  must  give  up  our  right  to  the  laws 
and  liberties  of  this  kingdom,''  says  sir  Joseph  Jekyll,  *'  or, 
which  is  all  one,  be  precarious  in  the  enjoyment  of  them,  and 
hold  them  only  during  pleasure,  if  this  doctrine  of  unlimited 
non-resistance  prevails,  the  commons  have  been  content  to 
undertake  this  prosecution/*  t — "  The  doctrine  of  unlimited, 
unconditional,  passive  obedience,''  says  Mr.  Walpole,  ^*  was 
first  invented  to  support  arbitrary  and  despotic  power,  and 
was  never  promoted  or  countenanced  by  any  government  that 
had  not  designs  some  time  or  other  of  making  use  of  it."t 
And  thus  general  Stanhope  still  more  vigorously :  "  As  to 
the  doctrine  itself  of  absolute  non-resistance,  it  should  seem 
needless  to  prove  by  arguments  that  it  is  inconsistent  with 
the  law  of  reason,  with  the  law  of  nature,  and  with  the  prac- 

*  **  The  managers  appointed  by  the  For,  though  princes  do  cherish  these  and 

house  of  commons,"  says  an  ardent  ja-  the  like  doctrines,  whilst  they  serre  as 

cobite,  **  l)ehaved  with  all  the  insolence  the  means  to  advance  themselyes  to  a 

imaginable.       (n   their    discourse   they  crown,  yet,  being  once  possessed  thereof 

boldly  asf^rted,   even   in  her  majesty's  they  have  as  little  satisfiiction  in  them  ta 

presence,  that,  if  the  right  to  the  crown  those  who  succeed  by  an  hereditary  un- 

was    hereditary    and    indefeasible,    the  questionable  title.*'     Lockbart  Papers,  i. 

prince  beyond  seas,  meaning  the  king,  312. 

and  not  the  queen,  had  the  legal  title  to  It  is  probable  enough  that  the  last 

it,  she  having  no  claim  thereto,  but  what  remark  has  its  weight,  and  that  the  queen 

she  owed  to  the  people  ;  and  that  by  the  did  not  wholly  like  the  speeches  of  some 

revolution  principles,  on  which  the  con-  of  the  managers ;  and  yet  nothing  can 

stitution  was  founded  and  to  which  the  be  more  certain  than  that  she  owed  her 

laws  of  the  land  agreed,  the  people  might  crown  in  the  first  instance,  and  the  pre- 

turn  out  or  lay  aside  their  sovereigns  as  serration  of  it  at  that  very  time,  to  those 

they  saw  cause.     Though,  no  doubt  of  insolent   doctrines  which   wounded  her 

it,  there  was  a  great  deal  of  truth  in  these  royal  ear ;  and  that  the  genuine  loyalists 

assertions,  it  is  easy  to  be  believed  that  would    soon    have   lodged    her  in  the 

the  queen  was  not  well  pleased  to  hear  Tower, 

them  maintained,  even  in  her  own  pre-  f  State  Trials,  xv.  95. 

sence  and  in  so  solemn  a  manner,  before  \   Id.  II 5. 
such  a  great  concourse  of  her  subjects. 
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tice  of  all  ages  and  countries.  Nor  is  it  very  material  what 
the  opinions  of  some  particular  divines,  or  even  the  doctrine 
generally  preached  in  some  particular  reigns,  may  have  been 
concerning  it.  It  is  sufficient  for  us  to  know  what  the  prac- 
tice of  the  church  of  England  has  been,  when  it  found  itself 
oppressed.  And  indeed  one  may  appeal  to  the  practice  of  all 
churches,  of  all  states,  and  of  all  nations  in  the  world,  how 
they  behaved  themselves  when  they  found  their  civil  and 
religious  constitutions  invaded  and  oppressed  by  tyranny. 
I  believe  we  may  further  venture  to  say,  that  there  is  not  at 
this  day  subsisting  any  nation  or  government  in  the  world, 
whose  first  original  did  not  receive  its  foundation  either  from 
resistance  or  compact ;  and  as  to  our  purpose,  it  is  equal  if 
the  latter  be  admitted.  For  wherever  compact  is  admitted, 
there  must  be  admitted  likewise  a  right  to  defend  the  rights 
accruing  by  such  compact.  To  argue  the  municipal  laws  of 
a  country  in  this  case  is  idle.  Those  laws  were  only  made 
for  the  common  course  of  things,  and  can  never  be  understood 
to  have  been  designed  to  defeat  the  end  of  all  laws  whatso- 
ever ;  which  would  be  the  consequence  of  a  nation's  tamely 
submitting  to  a  violation  of  all  their  divine  and  human 
rights.**  *  Mr.  Lechmere  argues  to  the  same  purpose  in  yet 
stronger  terms.t 

But,  if  these  managers  for  the  commons  were  explicit  in 
their  assertion  of  the  whig  principle,  the  counsel  for  Sache- 
verell  by  no  means  unfurled  the  opposite  banner  with  equal 
courage.  In  this  was  chiefly  manifested  the  success  of  the 
former.  His  advocates  had  recourse  to  the  petty  chicane  of 
arguing  that  he  had  laid  down  a  general  rule  of  obedience 
without  mentioning  its  exceptions,  that  the  revolution  was  a 
case  of  necessity,  and  that  they  fully  approved  what  was  done 
therein.  They  set  up  a  distinction,  which,  though  at  that 
time  perhaps  novel,  has  sometimes  since  been  adopted  by  tory 
writers;  that  resistance  to  the  supreme  power  was  indeed 
utterly  illegal  on  any  pretence  whatever,  but  that  the  supreme 
power  in  this  kingdom  was  the  legislature,  not  the  king ;  and 
that  the  revolution  took  effect  by  the  concurrence  of  the  lords 
and  commons,  t     This  is  of  itself  a  descent  from  the  high 

*  State  Trials,  1S7.  t  State  Trials,  196.  229.  It  is  observed 

f  Id.  61.  by  Cunningham,  p. S86m  that  SacheTereirs 
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ground  of  toryism,  and  would  not  have  been  held  by  the 
sincere  bigots  of  that  creed.  Though  specious,  however,  the 
argument  is  a  sophism,  and  does  not  meet  the  case  of  the 
revolution*  For,  though  the  supreme  power  may  be  said  to 
reside  in  the  legislature,  yet  the  prerogative  within  its  due 
limits  is  just  as  much  part  of  the  constitution,  and  the  ques- 
tion of  resistance  to  lawful  authority  remains  as  before.  Even 
if  this  resistance  had  been  made  by  the  two  houses  of  parlia- 
ment, it  was  but  the  case  of  the  civil  war,  which  had  been 
explicitly  condemned  by  more  than  one  statute  of  Charles  II. 
But,  as  Mr*  Lechmere  said  in  reply,  it  was  undeniable  that 
the  lords  and  commons  did  not  join  in  that  resistance  at  the 
revolution  as  part  of  the  legislative  and  supreme  power,  but 
as  part  of  the  collective  body  of  the  nation.*  And  sir  John 
Holland  had  before  observed,  **  that  there  was  a  resistance 
at  the  revolution  was  most  plain,  if  taking  up  arms  in  York- 
shire, Nottinghamshire,  Cheshire,  and  almost  all  the  counties 
of  England ;  if  the  desertion  of  a  prince's  own  troops  to  an 
invading  prince,  and  turning  their  arms  against  their  sove- 
reign, be  resistance."  t  It  might  in  fact  have  been  asked 
whether  the  dukes  of  Leeds  and  Shrewsbury,  then  sitting  in 
judgment  on  Sacheverell  (and  who  afterwards  voted  him 
not  guilty),  might  not  have  been  convicted  of  treason,  if  the 
prince  of  Orange  had  failed  of  success  ?  t  The  advocates  in- 
deed of  the  prisoner  made  so  many  concessions  as  amounted 
to  an  abandonment  of  all  the  general  question.  They  relied 
chiefly  on  numerous  passages  in  the  homilies,  and  most 
approved  writers  of  the  Anglican  church,  asserting  the  duty 
of  unbounded  passive  obedience.     But  the  managers  eluded 

counsel,  except  Phipps,  were  ashamed  of  the  nature  of  goyerninent  in  general,  and 

him ;  which  is  really  not  far  from  the  the  constitution  and  laws  of  Britain  in 

case.      **  The  doctor/*  says    Lockhart,  particular,  which  necessity  in  that  par* 

**  employed  sir  Simon,  afterwards  lord  ticular  case  made  expedient  and  lawftil." 

Harcourt,  and  sir  Constantine  Phipps,  as  Ibid. 

his  counsel,  who  defended  him  the  best        *  State  Trials,  407. 

way  they  could,  though  they  were  hard        f  Id.  lia 

put  to  it  to  maintain  the  hereditary  right        f   Cunningham  says  that  the  duke  of 

and  unlimited  doctrine  of  non-resistance,  Leeds  spoke  strongly  in  fiivour  of  the 

and  not  condemn  the  revolution.     And  revolution,  though  he  voted  SadievereU 

the  truth  on  it  is,  these  are  so  inconsts-  not  guilty.   P.  S98.     Lockhart  observes, 

tent  with   one  another,  that  the  chief  that  he  added  success  to  necenity,  as  an 

arguments  alleged  in  this  and  other  pa-  essential  point  for  rendering  the  revolu- 

rallel  cases  came  to  no  more  than  this ;  tion  lawful. 

that  the  revolution  was  an  exception  from 
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these  in  their  reply  with  decent  respect.*  The  lords  voted 
Sacheverell  guilty  by  a  majority  of  67  to  59  ;  several  voting 
on  each  side  rather  according  to  their  present  faction  than 
their  own  principles.  They  passed  a  slight  sentence,  inter- 
dicting him  only  from  preaching  for  three  years.  This  was 
deemed  a  sort  of  triumph  by  his  adherents ;  but  a  severe 
punishment  on  one  so  insignificant  would  have  been  mis- 
placed ;  and  the  sentence  may  be  compared  to  the  nominal 
damages  sometimes  given  in  a  suit  instituted  for  the  trial  of 
a  great  right. 

The  shifting  combinations  of  party  in  the  reign  of  Anne, 
which  affected  the  original  distinctions  of  whig  and  Revolution 
tory,  though  generally  known,  must  be  shortly  no-  iJ/unS^"*'" 
ticed.  The  queen,  whose  understanding  and  fitness  ^"®' 
for  government  were  below  mediocrity,  had  been  attached  to 
the  tories,  and  bore  an  antipathy  to  her  predecessor.  Her 
first  ministry,  her  first  parliament,  gave  presage  of  a  govern- 
ment to  be  wholly  conducted  by  that  party.  But  this  pre- 
judice was  counteracted  by  the  persuasions  of  that  celebrated 
favourite,  the  wife  of  Mnrlhnroii|jfh,  who,  probably  from  some 
personal  resentments,  had  thrown  her  influence  into  the  scale 
of  the  whigs.  The  well-known  records  of  their  conversation 
and  correspondence  present  a  strange  picture  of  good-natured 
feebleness  on  one  side,  and  of  ungrateful  insolence  on  the 
other.  But  the  interior  of  a  court  will  rarely  endure  daylight. 
Though  Godolphin  and  Marlborough,  in  whom  the  queen 
reposed  her  entire  confidence,  had  been  thought  tories,  they 

*  The  homilies  are  so   much  more  them.     But  the  times  were  not  ripe  for 

▼ehement   against   resistance   than    Sa-  this,  or  some  other  of  that  good  prelate's 

cheverell  was,  that  it  would  have  been  designs.     Wordsworth's    Eccles.    Biog. 

awkward  to  pass  a  rigorous  sentence  on  vol.  vi.  The  quotations  from  the  homilies 

him.     In  &ct,  he  or  any  other  clergy-  and  other  approved  works  by  Sacheverell's 

man  had  a  right  to  preach  the  homily  counsel  are  irresistible,  and  must  have 

sigainst  rebellion  instead  of  a  sermon.  As  increased  the  party  spirit  of  the  clergy. 

to  their  laying  down  general  rules  with-  **  No  conjuncture  of  circumstances  what- 

out  adverting  to  the  exceptions,  an  apology  ever,"  says  bishop  Sanderson,  "  can  make 

which  the  managers  set  up  for  them,  and  that  expedient  to  be  done  at  any  time 

it  was  just  as  good  for  Sacheverell ;  and  that  is  of  itself,  and  in  the  kind,  unlawful. 

the  homilies  expressly  deny  all  possible  For  a  man  to  take  up  arms  offensive  or 

exceptions.  Tillots(HUiAdj^.^lAn  of  drop-  defensive  against  a  lawful  sovereign,  being 

i      |>ing__these  old  comp9.^ipns2^  which  in  a  thing  in  its  nature  simply  and  de  toto 

\     some  doctrinal  points,  as  well  as  in  the  genere  unlawful,  may  not  be  done  by  any 

'      tenet  of  non-resistance,  do  not  represent  man,  at  any  time,  in  any  case,  upon  any 

i     the   sentiments  of  the  modem  church,  colour  or  pretence  whatsoever.**     State 

\     though,  in  a  general  way,  it  subscribes  to  Trials,  23 1. 
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became  gradually  alienated  from  that  party,  and  communicated 
their  own  feelings  to  the  queen.    The  house  of  commons  very 
reasonably  declined  to  make  an  hereditary  grant  to  the  latter 
out  of  the  revenues  of  the  post-office  in  1702,  when  he  had 
performed  no  extraordinary  services ;  though  they  acceded  to 
it  without  hesitation  after  the  battle  of  Blenheim.*     This 
gave  some  offence  to  Anne  ;  and  the  chief  tory  leaders  in  the 
cabinet,  Rochester,  Nottingham,  and  Buckingham,  displaying- 
a  reluctance  to  carry  on  the  war  with  such  vigour  as  Marl- 
borough knew  to  be  necessary,  were  soon  removed  from 
office.     Their  revengeful  attack  on  the  queen,  in  the  address 
to  invite  the  princess  Sophia,  made  a  return  to  power  hopeless 
for  several  years.     Anne  however  entertained  a  desire  very 
natural  to  an  English  sovereign,  yet  in  which  none  but  a 
weak  one  will  expect  to  succeed,  of  excluding  chiefs  of  parties 
from  her  councils.     Disgusted  with  the  tories,  she  was  loth 
to  admit  the  whigs ;  and  thus  Godolphin's  administration, 
from  1704  to  I7O8,  was  rather  sullenly  supported,  some- 
times indeed  thwarted,  by  that  party.     Cowper  was  made 
chancellor  against  the  queen's  wishes  t;  but  the  junto,  as  it 
was  called,  of  jfive  eminent  whig  peers,  Somers,  Halifiix, 
Wharton,  Orford,  and  Sunderland,  were  kept  out  through 
the  queen's  dislike,  and  in  some  measure,  no  question,  through 
Godolphin's  jealousy.     They  forced  themselves  into  the  cabi- 
net about  I7O8 ;  and  effected  the  dismissal  of  Harley  and 
St.  John,  who,  though  not  of  the  regular  tory  school  in  con- 
nexion or  principle,  had  already  gone  along  with  that  faction 
in  the  late  reign,  and  were  now  reduced  by  their  dismissal  to 
unite  with  it.  t     The  whig  ministry  of  queen  Anne,  so  often 


*  Pari.  Hist.  vi.  57.     They  did  not  ^  Burnet  rather  gently  slides  OTer  these 

scruple,  however,  to  say  what  cost  nothing  jealousies  between  Godolphia   and  the 

but  veracity  and  gratitude,   that  Marl-  whig  junto;  and  Tindal,  his  mere  copyist, 

borough  had  retrieved  the  honour  of  the  is  not  worth  mentioning.   But  Cunning- 

jiation.     This  was  justly  objected  to,  as  ham*s  history,  and  still  more  the  letters 

reflecting  on  the  late  king,  but  carried  by  published  in  Coxe's  Life  of  Marlborough, 

180  to  80.     Id.  58.     Burnet.  show  better  the  state  of  party  intrigues; 

t  Coxe's  Marlborough,  i.  483.  Mr.  which  the  Parliamentary  History  also 
Smith  was  chosen  speaker  by  248  to  205,  illustrates,  as  well  as  many  pamphlets  of 
a  slender  majority ;  but  some  of  the  the  time.  Somerville  has  carefully  corn- 
ministerial  party  seem  to  have  thought  piled  as  much  as  was  known  when  b« 
him  too  much  a  whig.  Id.  485.  Pari,  wrote. 
Hist.  450.  'Jlie  whig  pamphleteers  were 
long  hostile  to  Marlborough. 
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talked  of,  cannot  in  fact  be  said  to  have  existed  more  than 
two  years,  from  I7O8  to  I7IO ;  her  previous  administration 
having  been  at  first  tory,  and  afterwards  of  a  motley  com- 
plexion, though  depending  for  existence  on  the  great  whig 
interest  which  it  in  some  degree  proscribed.  Every  one 
knows  that  this  ministry  was  precipitated  from  power  through 
the  favourite's  abuse  of  her  ascendancy,  become  at  length 
intolerable  to  the  most  forbearing  of  queens  and  mistresses, 
conspiring  with  another  intrigue  of  the  bed-chamber,  and  the 
popular  clamour  against  Sacheverell's  impeachment.*  It 
seems  rather  an  humiliating  proof  of  the  sway  which  the 
feeblest  prince  enjoys  even  in  a  limited  monarchy,  that  the 
fortunes  of  Europe  should  have  been  changed  by  nothing 
more  noble  than  the  insolence  of  one  waiting  woman  and  the 
cunning  of  another.  It  is  true  that  this  was  effected  by 
throwing  the  weight  of  the  crown  into  the  scale  of  a  power- 
ful faction ;  yet  the  house  of  Bourbon  would  probably  not 
have  reigned  beyond  the  Pjrrenees,  but  for  Sarah  and  Abigail 
at  queen  Anne's  toilet.t 

*  [  If  we  may  beliere  Swift,  the  queen  nature  was  capable  o£"  Her  scheme 
bad  become  alienated  from  the  duchess  was  moderate  and  comprehensive,  from 
of  Marlborough  as  far  back  as  her  ac-  which  she  never  departed  till  near  her 
cession  to  the  throne ;  the  ascendant  of  death.  She  became  very  difficult  to  ad- 
the  latter  being  what  '*  her  majesty  had  vise  out  of  the  opinion  of  having  been 
neither  patience  to  bear  nor  spirit  to  sub-  too  much  directed.  **  So  that  few  mi- 
due.**  Memoirs  relating  to  the  Change  nisters  had  ever  perhaps  a  harder  game 
in  the  Queen*s  Ministry.  But  Coxe  seems  to  play,  between  the  jealousy  and  discon- 
to  refer  the  commencement  of  the  cold-  tents  of  his  [Oxford's]  friends  on  one 
ness  to  1706.  Life  of  Marlborough,  side^  and  the  management  of  the  queen's 
p.  151. — 1845.]  temper  on  the  other.**     His  friends  were 

f  ['*  It  is  most  certain,  that  when  the  anxious  for  further  changes,  with  which 
queen  6rst  began  to  change  her  servants,  he  was  not  unwilling  to  comply,  had  not 
it  was  not  from  a  dislike  of  things  hut  of  the  duchess  of  Somerset's  influence  been 
persons,  and  those  persons  a  very  small  employed.  The  queen  said,  if  she  might 
number.**  Swift's  Inquiry  into  the  Be-  not  choose  her  own  servants,  she  could 
haviour  of  the  Queen's  last  Minbtry.  not  see  what  advantage  she  had  got  from 
Though  this  authority  is  not  always  the  diange  of  ministry ;  and  so  little  was 
trustworthy,  I  incline  to  credit  what  is  her  heart  set  upon  a  tory  administration, 
here  said,  confirmed  by  his  private  letters  that  many  employments  in  court  and 
to  Stella  at  this  time.  **  It  was  the  issue,**  country,  and  a  great  minority  of  all  com- 
he  goes  on  to  inform  us,  *'  of  Sachevereirs  missions,  remained  in  the  hands  of  the 
trial  which  encouraged  her  to  proceed  so  other  party.  She  lost  the  government 
fiir.  She  then  determined  to  dissolve  the  vote  on  lord  Nottingham's  mo- 
parliament,  having  previously  only  de-  tion,  and  seemed  so  little  displeased,  that 
signed  to  turn  out  one  fitmily.  The  she  gave  her  hand  to  Somerset  (who  had 
whigs  on  this  resolved  to  resign,  which  voted  against  the  court)  to  lead  her  out. 
she  accepted  unwillingly  from  Somers  But  during  her  illness,  in  the  winter  of 
and  Cowper,  both  of  whom,  especially  1713,  the  whigs  were  on  the  alert,  which, 
the  former,  she  esteemed  as  much  as  her  he  says,  was  so  represented  to  her,  that 
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The  object  of  the  war,  as  it  is  commonly  called,  of  the 
War  of  the  Grand  Alliance,  commenced  in  1702,  was,  as  ex- 
luoceMion.  pj-gsged  j^  an  address  of  the  house  of  commons,  for 
preserving  the  liberties  of  Europe  and  reducing  the  exorbitant 
power  of  France.*  The  occupation  of  the  Spanish  dominions 
by  the  duke  of  Anjou,  on  the  authority  of  the  late  king's  wiD, 
was  assigned  as  its  justification,  together  with  the  ackno^^- 
ledgment  of  the  pretended  prince  of  Wales  as  successor  to  his 
father  James.  Charles,  archduke  of  Austria,  was  recognised 
as  king  of  Spain ;  and  as  early  as  1705  the  restoration  of 
that  monarchy  to  his  house  is  declared  in  a  speech  from  the 
throne  to  be  not  only  safe  and  advantageous,  but  glorious  to 
England,  t  Louis  XIV.  had  perhaps  at  no  time  much  hope 
of  retaining  for  his  grandson  the  whole  inheritance  he  claimed ; 
and  on  several  occasions  made  overtures  for  negotiation,  but 
such  as  indicated  his  design  of  rather  sacrificing  the  detached 
possessions  of  Italy  and  the  Netherlands  than  Spain  itself  and 
the  Indies,  t  After  the  battle  of  Oudenarde,  however,  and 
the  loss  of  Lille  in  the  campaign  of  1708,  the  exhausted  state 
of  France  and  discouragement  of  his  court  induced  him  to 
acquiesce  in  the  cession  of  the  Spanish  monarchy  as  a  basis 
of  treaty.  In  the  conferences  of  the  Hague  in  1709»  he 
struggled  for  a  time  to  preserve  Naples  and  Sicily;  but 
ultimately  admitted  the  terms  imposed  by  the  allies,  with  the 
exception  of  the  famous  thirty-seventh  article  of  the  prelimi- 
naries, binding  him  to  procure  by  force  or  persuasion  the 
resignation  of  the  Spanish  crown  by  his  grandson  within  two 
months.  This  proposition  he  declared  to  be  both  dishonour- 
able and  impracticable ;  and,  the  allies  refusing  to  give  way, 
the  negotiation  was  broken  off.  It  was  renewed  the  next 
year  at  Gertruydenburg ;  but  the  same  obstacle  still  proved 
insurmountable.  § 

"  she  laid  aside  all  schemes  of  reconciling  *  Pari.  Hist.  vi.  4. 

the  two  opposite  interests,  and  entered  f   Nov.  27.     Pari.  Hist,  477. 

on  a  firm  resolution  of  adhering  to  the  \    Coxe*s  Marlborough,  i.  453.  iL  110. 

old  English  principles."     This  passage  Cunningham,  ii.  52.  83. 

is  to  be  considered  with  a  view  to  what  §  M6moires  de  Torcy,  toI.  iL  passim. 

we  learn  from  other  quarters  about  the  Coxe*s  Marlborough,  vol.  iii.     Boling- 

"  old  English  principles ; "  which,  whe-  broke*s  Letters  on  History,  and  Lord 

thcr  Swift  was  aware  of  it  or  no,  meant  Walpole's  Answer  to  them.     Cunning- 

with  many  nothing  less  than  the  restor-  ham,  Somerville,  840. 

ation  of  the  house  of  Stuart. — 1845.] 
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It  has  been  the  prevailing  opinion  in  modem  times  that 
the  EngUsh  ministry,  rather  against  the  judgment  of  their 
allies  of  Holland,  insisted  upon  a  condition  not  indispensable 
to  their  security,  and  too  ignominious  for  their  fallen  enemy 
to  accept.  Some  may  perhaps  incline  to  think  that,  even  had 
Philip  of  Anjou  been  suffered  to  reign  in  Niqples,  a  possession 
rather  honourable  than  important,  the  balance  of  power  would 
not  have  been  seriously  affected,  and  the  probability  of  durable 
peace  been  increased.  This,  however,  it  was  not  necessary 
to  discuss.  The  main  question  is  as  to  the  power  which  the 
allies  possessed  of  securing  the  Spanish  monarchy  for  the 
archduke,  if  they  had  consented  to  waive  the  thirty-seventh 
article  of  the  preliminaries.  If  indeed  they  could  have  been 
considered  as  a  single  potentate,  it  was  doubtless  possible,  by 
means  of  keeping  up  great  armies  on  the  frontier,  and  by  the 
delivery  of  cautionary  towns,  to  have  prevented  the  king  of 
France  from  lending  assistance  to  his  grandson.  But,  self- 
interested  and  disunited  as  confederacies  generally  are,  and 
as  the  grand  alliance  had  long  since  become,  this  appeared  a 
very  dangerous  course  of  policy,  if  Louis  should  be  playing 
an  underhand  game  against  his  engagements.  And  this  it 
was  not  then  unreasonable  to  suspect,  even  if  we  should 
believe,  in  despite  of  some  plausible  authorities,  that  he  was 
really  sincere  in  abandoning  so  favourite  an  interest.  The 
obstinate  adherence  of  Godolphin  and  Somers  to  the  prelimi- 
naries may  possibly  have  been  erroneous ;  but  it  by  no  means 
deserves  the  reproach  that  has  been  unfairly  bestowed  on  it ; 
nor  can  the  whigs  be  justly  charged  with  protracting  the  war 
to  enrich  Marlborough,  or  to  secure  themselves  in  power.* 

*  The  late  biographer  of  Marlborough  sage  in  the  M^moires  of  St.  Phelipe,  Hi. 

aeserts  that  he  was  against  breaking  oflf  263.,  who  certainly  asserts  that  the  king 

the  conferences  in  1709,  though  clearly  of  France  had,  without  the  knowledge  of 

for  insisting  on  the  cession  of  Spain,  (iii.  any  of  his  ministers,  assured  his  grandson 

40. )    Godolphin,  Somers,  and  the  whigs  of  a  continued  support.     But  the  ques- 

in  general,  expected  Louis  XIV.  to  yield  tion  returns  as  to  St.  Phelipe*s  means  of 

the  thirty -seventh  article.   Cowper,  bow-  knowing  so  important  a  secret.     On  the 

ever,  was  always  doubtful  of  this.     Id.  other  hand,   I  cannot   discover  in   the 

176.  long  correspondence  between  madame  de 

It  is  Tery  hard  to  pronounce,  as  it  ap-  Maintenon  and  the  prineesse  des  Ursins 

pears  to  me,  on  the  great  problem  of  the  least  corroboration  of  these  suspicions, 

Louis's  siaoerity  in  this  negotiation.    No  but  much  to  the  contrary  effect.     Nor 

decisive  evidence  seems  to  have  been  does  Torcy  drop  a  word,  though  writing 

brought  on  the  contrary  side.    'Hie  most  when  all  was  over,  by  which  we  should 

remarkable  authority  that  way  is  a  pas-  infer  that  the  court  of  Versailles  had  any 

B  B   4 
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The  conferences  at  Gertruydenburg  were  broken  off  in 
July,  1710,  because  an  absolute  security  for  the 
peace'brokcn  evacuatiou  of  Spain  by  Philip  appeared  to  be  want- 
ing ;  and  within  six  months  a  fresh  negotiation  was 
secretly  on  foot,  the  basis  of  which  was  his  retention  of  that 
kingdom.  For  the  administration  presided  over  by  Godol- 
phin  had  fallen  meanwhile ;  new  counsellors,  a  new  parliar 
ment,  new  principles  of  government.  The  tories  had  from 
the  beginning  come  very  reluctantly  into  the  schemes  of  the 
grand  alliance ;  though  no  opposition  to  the  war  had  ever 
been  shown  in  parliament,  it  was  very  soon  perceived  that 
the  majority  of  that  denomination  had  their  hearts  bent  on 
Renewed  pcacc.*  But  iustcad  of  renewing  the  negotiation  in 
S?e  toly  concert  with  the  allies  (which  indeed  might  have 
government,  y^^^  impracticable),  the  new  ministers  fell  upon  the 
course  of  a  clandestine  arrangement,  in  exclusion  of  all  the 
other  powers,  which  led  to  the  signature  of  preliminaries  in 
September,  1711>  and  afterwards  to  the  public  congress  of 
Utrecht,  and  the  celebrated  treaty  named  from  that  town. 
Its  chief  provisions  are  too  well  known  to  be  repeated. 

The  arguments  in  favour  of  a  treaty  of  pacification,  which 
should  abandon  the  great  point  of  contest,  and  leave  Philip 
in  possession  of  Spain  and  America,  were  neither  few  nor 

other  hopes  left  in  1709,  than  what  still  article,  of  whom  madame  de  Maintenon 
lingered  in  their  heart  from  the  deter-  seems  to  have  been.  P.  117.  We  may 
mined  spirit  of  the  Castilians  themselves,  perhaps  think  that  an  explicit  ofi«r  of 
It  appears  by  the  M^moiresdeNoailles,  Naples,  on  the  part  of  the  allies,  would 
iii.  10.  (edit  1777)  that  Louis  wrote  to  have  changed  the  scene;  nay,  it  seems  as 
Philip,  26th  Nov.  1708,  hinting  that  he  if  Louis  would  have  been  content  at  this 
must  reluctantly  give  him  up,  in  answer  time  with  Sardinia  and  Sicily.  P.  108. 
to  one  wherein  the  latter  had  declared  *  Acontemporary  historian  of  remark- 
that  he  would  not  quit  Spain  while  he  able  gravity  observes :  *'  It  was  strange  to 
had  a  drop  of  blood  in  his  veins.  And  see  how  much  the  desire  of  French  wine, 
on  the  French  ambassador  at  Madrid,  and  the  dearness  of  it,  alienated  many 
Amclot,  remonstrating  against  the  aban-  men  from  the  duke  of  Marlborough's 
donment  of  Spain,  with  an  evident  inti-  friendship.**  Cunningham,  ii.  8SK>.  The 
mation  that  Philip  could  not  support  hard  drinkers  complained  that  they  were 
himself  alone,  the  king  of  France  an-  poisoned  by  port ;  these  formed  almost  a 
swered  that  he  must  end  the  war  at  any  party;  Dr.  Aldrich,deanof  Christchurch, 
price.  1 5th  April,  1709.  Id.  34.  In  surnamed  the  priest  of  Bacchus,  Dr. 
the  next  year,  after  the  battle  of  Sara-  Ratclifl^  general  Churchill,  &c  "  And 
gosa,  which  seemed  to  turn  the  scale  all  the  bottle  companions,  many  pbysi- 
wholly  against  Philip,  Noailles  was  sent  cians,  and  great  numbers  of  the  lawyers 
to  Madrid,  in  order  to  persuade  that  and  inferior  clergy,  and,  in  fine,  the  loose 
prince  to  abandon  the  contest.  Id.  107.  women  too,  were  united  together  in  the 
There  were  some  in  France  who  would  &ction  against  the  duke  of  Marlborough.* 
even   have  accepted   the  thirty-seventh 
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inconsiderable.     1.  The  kingdom  had  been  impoverished  by 
twenty  years  of  uninterruptedly  augmented  taxation  ; 
the  annual  burthens  being  triple  in  amount  of  those  for  and 
paid  before  the  revolution.    Yet,  amidst  these  sacri-  gjjJJh*/ 
fices,  we  had  the  mortification  of  finding  a  debt 
rapidly  increasing,  whereof  the  mere  interest  far  exceeded 
the  ancient  revenues  of  the  crown,  to  be  bequeathed,  like  an 
hereditary  curse,  to  unborn  ages.*    Though  the  supplies  had 
been  raised  with  less  difficulty  than  in  the  late  reign,  and  the 
condition  of  trade  was  less  unsatisfactory,  the  landed  pro- 
prietors saw  with  indignation  the  silent  transfer  of  their 
wealth  to  new  men,  and  almost  hated  the  glory  that  was 
brought  by  their  own  degradation,  t    Was  it  not  to  be  feared 
that  they  might  hate  also  the  revolution,  and  the  protestant 
succession  that  depended  on  it,  when  they  tasted  these  fruits 
it  had  borne  ?     Even  the  army  had  been  recruited  by  violent 
means  unknown  to  our  constitution,  yet  such  as  the  continual 
loss  of  men,  with  a  population  at  the  best  stationary,  had 
perhaps  rendered  necessary.  1: 

@.  The  prospect  of  reducing  Spain  to  the  archduke's  obe- 
dience was  grown  unfavourable.  It  was  at  best  an  odious 
work,  and  not  very  defensible  on  any  maxims  of  national 
justice,  to  impose  a  sovereign  on  a  great  people  in  despite 
of  their  own  repugnance,  and  what  they  deemed  their  loyal 
obligation.  Heaven  itself  might  shield  their  righteous  cause, 
and  baffle  the  selfish  rapacity  of  human  politics.  But  what 
was  the  state  of  the  war  at  the  close  of  I7IO  ?     The  sur- 

*  [The  national  debt,  Slst  Dec.  1714,  cruit  the  army  by  a  forced  conscription 

amounted,   according    to   Chalmers,   to  of  men  from  each  parish,  but  laid  aside 

50,644,306iL  Sinclair  makes  it52,l  45,363/.  as  unconstitutional.     Boyer*s  Reign  of 

But  about  half  of  this  was  temporary  an-  Queen  Anne,  p.  123.     It  was  tried  again 

nuities.     The  whole  expenses  of  the  war  in  1707  with  like  success.   P.  319.     But 

are   reckoned   by  the  former  writer  at  it  was  resolved  instead  to  bring  in  a  bill 

65,853,7992.  The  interest  of  the  debt  was,  for  raising  a  sufficient  number  of  troops 

as  computed  by  Chalmers,  2,811,903/.;  out  of  such  persons  as  have  no  lawful 

by  Sinclair,  3,351,358/. — 1845.]  calling  or  employment     Stat  4  Anne, 

f  [•«  Power,'*  says  Swift, «  which,  ac-  c.  10.  Pari.  Hist  335.  The  parish 
cording  to  the  old  maxim,  was  used  to  oflScers  were  thus  enabled  to  press  men 
follow  land,  is  now  gone  over  to  money ;  for  the  bnd  service ;  a  method  hardly 
so  that,  if  the  war  continue  some  years  more  unconstitutional  than  the  former, 
longer,  a  landed  man  will  be  little  better  and  liable  to  enormous  abuses.  The  act 
than  a  fiuiner  of  a  rack  rent  to  the  army  was  temporary,  but  renewed  several  times 
and  to  the  public  funds.**  Examiner,  during  the  war.  It  was  afterwards  re- 
No.  13  ,  Oct  1710 1845.]  vived  in   1757  (30  Geo.  2.   c.  8.),  but 

I    A  bill  was  attempted  in  1 704  to  re-  never,  I  believe,  on  any  later  occasion. 


378   CONSTITUTIONAL  HISTORY   OF  ENGLAND   [Chap.XVL 

render  of  7000  English  under  Stanhope  'at  Brihuega  had 
ruined  the  affidrs  of  Charles,  which  in  feet  had  at  no  time 
been  truly  prosperous,  and  confined  him  to  the  single  pro- 
vince sincerely  attached  to  him,  Catalonia.  As  it  was  cer- 
tain that  Philip  had  spirit  enough  to  continue  the  war,  even 
if  abandoned  by  his  grand&ther,  and  would  have  the  support 
of  almost  the  entire  nation,  what  remained  but  to  carry  on  a 
very  doubtful  contest  for  the  subjugation  of  that  extensive 
kingdom?  In  Flanders,  no  doubt,  the  genius  of  Marl- 
borough kept  still  the  ascendant ;  yet  France  had  her  Fabius 
in  Villars ;  and  the  capture  of  three  or  four  small  fortresses 
in  a  whole  campaign  cQd  not  presage  a  rapid  destruction  of 
the  enemy^s  power. 

3.  It  was  acknowledged  that  the  near  connexion  of  the 
monarchs  on  the  thrones  of  France  and  Spain  could  not  be 
desired  for  Europe.  Yet  the  experience  of  ages  had  shown 
how  little  such  ties  of  blood  determined  the  policy  of  courts ; 
a  Bourbon  on  the  throne  of  Spain  could  not  but  assert  the 
honour,  and  even  imbibe  the  prejudices,  of  his  subjects  ;  and 
as  the  two  nations  were  in  all  things  opposite,  and  must 
clash  in  their  public  interests,  there  was  little  reason  to  fear 
a  subserviency  in  the  cabinet  of  Madrid,  which,  even  in 
that  absolute  monarchy,  could  not  be  displayed  against  the 
general  sentiment. 

4.  The  death  of  the  emperor  Joseph,  and  election  of  the 
archduke  Charles  in  his  room,  which  took  place  in  the  spring 
of  171 1)  changed  in  no  small  degree  the  circumstances  of 
Europe.  It  was  now  a  struggle  to  unite  the  Spanish  and 
Austrian  monarchies  under  one  head.  Even  if  England  might 
have  little  interest  to  prevent  this,  could  it  be  indifferent  to 
the  smaller  states  of  Europe  that  a  family  not  less  ambitious 
and  encroaching  than  that  of  Bourbon  should  be  so  enormously 
aggrandized  ?  France  had  long  been  to  us  the  only  source 
of  apprehension ;  but  to  some  states,  to  Savoy,  to  Switzer- 
land, to  Venice,  to  the  principalities  of  the  empire,  she  might 
justly  appear  a  very  necessary  bulwark  ag^nst  the  aggres- 
sions of  Austria.  The  alliance  could  not  be  expected  to  con- 
tinue faithful  and  unanimous,  after  so  important  an  alteration 
in  the  balance  of  power. 

5.  The  advocates  of  peace  and  adherents  of  the   new 
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ministry  stimulated  the  national  passions  of  England  by 
vehement  reproaches  of  the  allies.  They  had  thrown,  it  was 
contended,  in  despite  of  all  treaties,  an  unreasonable  propor- 
tion of  expense  upon  a  country  not  directly  concerned  in  their 
quarrel,  and  rendered  a  negligent  or  criminal  administration . 
their  dupes  or  accomplices.  We  were  exhausting  our  blood 
and  treasure  to  gain  kingdoms  for  the  house  of  Austria  which 
insulted,  and  the  best  towns  of  Flanders  for  the  States-General 
who  cheated  us.  The  barrier  treaty  of  lord  Townshend  was 
so  extravagant,  that  one  might  wonder  at  the  presumption  of 
Holland  in  suggesting  its  articles,  much  more  at  the  folly  of 
our  government  in  acceding  to  them.  It  laid  the  foundation 
of  endless  dissatisfaction  on  the  side  of  Austria,  thus  reduced 
to  act  as  the  vassal  of  a  little  republic  in  her  own  territories, 
and  to  keep  up  fortresses  at  her  own  expense,  which  others 
were  to  occupy.  It  might  be  anticipated  that,  at  some  time, 
a  sovereign  of  that  house  would  be  found  more  sensible  to 
ignominy  than  to  danger,  who  would  remove  this  badge  of 
humiliation  by  dismantling  the  fortifications,  which  were  thus 
to  be  defended.  Whatever  exaggeration  might  be  in  these 
clamours,  they  were  sure  to  pass  for  undeniable  truths  with 
a  people  jealous  of  foreigners,  and  prone  to  believe  itself 
imposed  upon,  from  a  consciousness  of  general  ignorance  and 
credulity. 

These  arguments  were  met  by  answers  not  less  confident, 
though  less  successful  at  the  moment,  than  they  have  been 
deemed  convincing  by  the  majority  of  politidans  in  later  ages. 
It  was  denied  that  the  resources  of  the  kingdom  were  so  much 
eiifed>led ;  the  supplies  were  still  raised  without  difficulty ; 
conunerce  had  not  declined ;  public  credit  stood  high  under 
the  Godolphin  ministry ;  and  it  was  especially  remarkable  that 
die  change  of  administration,  notwithstanding  the  prospect  of 
peace,  was  attended  by  a  great  fall  in  the  price  of  stocks. 
France,  on  the  other  hand,  was  notoriously  reduced  to  the 
utmost  distress ;  and,  though  it  were  absurd  to  allege  the 
misfortunes  of  our  enemy  by  way  of  consolation  for  our  own, 
yet  the  more  exhausted  of  the  two  combatants  was  naturally 
that  which  ought  to  yield ;  and  it  was  not  for  the  honour  of 
our  free  government  that  we  should  be  outdone  in  magnani- 
mous endurance  of  privations  for  the  sake  of  the  great  in- 
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terests  of  ourselves  and  our  posterity  by  the  despotism  we  so 
boastfully  scorned.*  The  king  of  France  had  now  for  half 
a  century  been  pursuing  a  system  of  encroachment  on  the 
neighbouring  states,  which  the  weakness  of  the  two  branches 
of  the  Austrian  house,  and  the  perfidiousness  of  the  Stuarts, 
not  less  than  the  valour  of  his  troops  and  skill  of  his  generals, 
had  long  rendered  successful.  The  tide  had  turned  for  the 
first  time  in  the  present  war ;  victories  more  splendid  than 
were  recorded  in  modem  warfare  had  illustrated  the  English 
name.  Were  we  spontaneously  to  relinquish  these  great 
advantages,  and  two  years  after  Louis  had  himself  consented 
to  withdraw  his  forces  from  Spain,  our  own  arms  having 
been  in  the  mean  time  still  successful  on  the  most  important 
scene  of  the  contest,  to  throw  up  the  game  in  despair,  and 
leave  him  far  more  the  gainer  at  the  termination  of  this 
calamitous  war,  than  he  had  been  after  those  triumphant 
campaigns  which  his  vaunting  medals  commemorate  ?  Spain 
of  herself  could  not  resist  the  confederates,  even  if  united  in 
support  of  Philip ;  which  was  denied  as  to  the  provinces 
composing  the  kingdom  of  Aragon,  and  certainly  as  to  Cata- 
lonia ;  it  was  in  Flanders  that  Castile  was  to  be  conquered ; 
it  was  France  that  we  were  to  overcome ;  and  now  diat  her 
iron  barrier  had  been  broken  through,  when  Marlborough 
was  preparing  to  pour  his  troops  upon  the  defenceless  plains 
of  Picardy,  could  we  doubt  that  Louis  must  in  good  earnest 
abandon  the  cause  of  his  grandson,  as  he  had  already  pledged 
himself  in  the  conferences  of  Gertruydenburg  ? 

2.  It  was  easy  to  slight  the  influence  which  the  ties  of 
blood  exert  over  kings.  Doubtless  they  are  often  torn  asun- 
der by  ambition  or  wounded  pride.  But  it  does  not  follow 
that  they  have  no  efficacy;  and  the  practice  of  courts  in 
cementing  alliances  by  intermarriage  seems  to  show  that  they 
are  not  reckoned  indifferent.  It  might  however  be  admitted 
that  a  king  of  Spain,  such  as  she  had  been  a  hundred  years 
before,  would  probably  be  led  by  the  tendency  of  his  ambition 

*  Every  contemporary   writer   bears  are  full  of  the  public  misery,  whieb  she 

testimony  to  the  exhaustion  of  France,  did  not  softeni  out  of  some  vain  hope 

rendered   still  more   deplorable  by  the  that  her  inflexible  correspondent  might 

unfavourable  season  of  1709»  which  pro-  relent  at  length,  and  prevail  on  the  king 

duced  a  (amine.     Madame  de  Mainte-  and  queen  of  Spain  to  abandon  their 

non*s  letters  to  the  princess  des  Ursins  throne. 
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into  a  course  of  policy  hostile  to  France.  But  that  monarchy 
had  long  been  declining ;  great  rather  in  name  and  extent  of 
dominion  than  intrinsic  resources,  she  might  perhaps  rally 
for  a  short  period  under  an  enterprising  minister ;  but  with 
such  inveterate  abuses  of  government,  and  so  little  progres- 
sive energy  among  the  people,  she  must  gradually  sink  lower 
in  the  scale  of  Europe,  till  it  might  become  the  chief  pride  of 
her  sovereigns  that  they  were  the  younger  branches  of  the 
house  of  Bourbon.  To  cherish  this  connexion  would  be  the 
policy  of  the  court  of  Versailles  ;  there  would  result  from  it 
a  dependent  relation,  an  habitual  subserviency  of  the  weaker 
power,  a  family  compact  of  perpetual  union,  always  opposed 
to  Great  Britain.  In  distant  ages,  and  after  fresh  combin- 
ations of  the  European  commonwealth  should  have  seemed 
almost  to  eSSsLce  the  recollection  of  Louis  XIV.  and  the  war 
of  the  succession,  the  Bourbons  on  the  French  throne  might 
still  claim  a  sort  of  primogenitary  right  to  protect  the  dignity 
of  the  junior  branch  by  interference  with  the  afiairs  of  Spain  ; 
and  a  late  posterity  of  those  who  witnessed  the  peace  of  Utrecht 
might  be  entangled  by  its  improvident  concessions. 

3.  That  the  accession  of  Charles  to  the  empire  rendered 
his  possession  of  the  Spanish  monarchy  in  some  degree  less 
desirable,  need  not  be  disputed ;  though  it  would  not  be  easy 
to  prove  that  it  could  endeuiger  England,  or  even  the  smaller 
states,  since  it  was  agreed  on  all  hands  that  he  was  to  be 
master  of  Milan  and  Naples.  But  against  this,  perhaps 
imaginary,  mischief  the  opponents  of  the  treaty  set  the  risk  of 
seeing  the  crowns  of  France  and  Spain  united  on  the  head  of 
Philip.  In  the  years  I7II  and  I7IS  the  dauphin,  the  duke 
of  Burgundy,  and  the  duke  of  Berry  were  swept  away.  An 
infant  stood  alone  between  the  king  of  Spain  and  the  French 
succession.  The  latter  was  induced,  with  some  unwilling- 
ness, to  sign  a  renunciation  of  this  contingent  inheritance. 
But  it  was  notoriously  the  doctrine  of  the  French  court  that 
such  renunciations  were  invalid ;  and  the  sufferings  of  Europe 
were  chiefly  due  to  this  tenet  of  indefeasible  royalty.  It  was 
very  possible  that  Spain  would  never  consent  to  this  union, 
and  that  a  fresh  league  of  the  great  powers  might  be  formed 
to  prevent  it ;  but,  if  we  had  the  means  of  permanently  sepa- 
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rating  the  two  kingdoms  in  our  hands,  it  was  strange  poIicy^ 
to  leave  open  this  door  for  a  renewal  of  the  quarrel. 

But  whatever  judgment  we  may  be  disposed  to  form  as  to 
the  political  necessity  of  lesmus  Spain  and  America 
ation  mil. '  in  the  possession  of  Philip,  it  is  impossible  to  justify 
"^"^  '  the  course  of  that  negotiation  which  ended  in  the 
peace  of  Utrecht.  It  was  at  best  a  dangerous  and  inauspi* 
cious  concession,  demanding  every  compensation  that  could  be 
devised,  and  which  the  circumstances  of  the  war  entitled  ns 
to  require.  France  was  still  our  formidable  enemy;  the 
ambition  of  Louis  was  still  to  be  dreaded,  his  intrigues  to  be 
suspected.  That  an  English  minister  should  have  thrown 
himself  into  the  arms  of  this  enemy  at  the  first  overture  of 
negotiation  ;  that  he  should  have  renounced  advantages  upon 
which  he  might  have  insisted ;  that  he  should  have  restored 
Lille,  and  almost  attempted  to  procure  the  sacrifice  of  Tour- 
nay;  that  throughout  the  whole  correspondence  and  in  all 
personal  interviews  with  Torcy  he  should  have  shown  the 
triumphant  queen  of  Great  Britain  more  eager  for  peace  than 
her  vanquished  adversary ;  that  the  two  courts  should  have 
been  virtually  conspiring  against  those  allies,  without  whom 
we  had  bound  ourselves  to  enter  on  no  treaty ;  that  we  should 
have  withdrawn  our  troops  in  the  midst  of  a  campaign,  and 
even  seized  upon  the  towns  of  our  confederates  while  we  left 
them  exposed  to  be  overcome  by  a  superior  force ;  that  we 
should  have  first  deceived  those  confederates  by  the  most 
direct  falsehood  in  denying  our  clandestine  treaty,  and  then 
dictated  to  them  its  acceptance,  are  facts  so  disgraceful  to 
Bolingbroke,  and  in  somewhat  a  less  degree  to  Oxford,  that 
they  can  hardly  be  palliated  by  establishing  the  expediency  of 
the  treaty  itself.* 

For  several  years  after  the  treaty  of  Ryswick  the  intrigues 
,    of  ambitious  and  discontented  statesmen,  and  of  a 

Intrigue!  of 

bitei*^       misled  faction  in  favour  of  the  exiled  family,  grew 
much  colder  ;  the  old  age  of  James  and  the  infoncy 

•  [Bolingbroke  owns,  in  his  Letters  on  on  the  contrary,  from  his  correspondence, 

the  Study  of  History,  Letter  yiii.,  that  that  the  strength  of  this  opposition  at 

the  peace  of  Utrecht  was  not  what  it  home  was  the  only  argument  he  used 

should  have  been,  and  that  France  should  with  Torcy  to  save  Toumay  and  other 

have  given  up  more  ;  but  singularly  lays  places,  as  far  as  he  cared  to  save  them  at 

the  blame  of  her  not  having  done  so  on  all. 1845.] 

those  who  opposed  the  peace.  It  appears, 
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of  his  son  being  alike  incompatible  with  their  success.  The  ja^ 
cobites  yielded  a  sort  of  provisional  allegiance  to  the  daughter 
of  their  king,  deeming  her,  as  it  were,  a  regent  in  the  heir's 
minority,  and  willing  to  defer  the  consideration  of  his  claim 
till  he  diould  be  competent  to  make  it,  or  to  acquiesce  in  her 
continuance  upon  the  throne,  if  she  could  be  induced  to  se- 
cure his  reversion.*  Meanwhile,  under  the  name  of  tories 
and  high-churchmen,  they  carried  on  a  more  dangerous  war 
by  sapping  the  bulwarks  of  the  revolution  settlement.  The 
disaffected  clergy  poured  forth  sermons  and  libels,  to  impugn 
the  principles  of  the  whigs  or  traduce  their  characters. 
Twice  a  year  especially,  on  the  30th  of  January  and  29th  of 
May,  they  took  care  that  every  stroke  upon  rebellion  and 
usurpation  should  tell  against  the  expulsion  of  the  Stuarts 
and  the  Hanover  succession.  They  inveighed  against  the 
dissenters  and  the  toleration.  They  set  up  pretences  of 
loyalty  towards  the  queen,  descanting  sometimes  on  her  he- 
reditary right,  in  order  to  throw  a  slur  on  the  settlement. 
They  drew  a  transparent  veil  over  their  designs,  which  might 
screen  them  from  prosecution,  but  could  not  impose,  nor  was 
meant  to  impose,  on  the  reader.  Among  these  the  most 
distinguished  was  Leslie,  author  of  a  periodical  sheet  called 
the  Rehearsal,  printed  weekly  from  1704  to  I7O8  ;  and  as 
he,  though  a  non-juror,  and  unquestionable  Jacobite,  held 
only  the  same  language  as  Sacheverell,  and  others  who 
affected  obedience  to  the  government,  we  cannot  much  be 
deceived  in  assuming  that  their  views  were  entirely  the 
samct 

The  court  of  St.  Germains,  in  the  first  years  of  the  queen, 
preserved  a  secret  connexion  with  Godolphin  and  some  or  the 
Marlborough,  though  justly  distrustful  of  their  sin-  S!SlS?\i 
cerity  ;  nor  is  it  by  any  means  clear  that  they  made  "**'"' 
any  strong   professions^^     Their   evident   determination  to 

*  It  is    evident  from   Macphenon^s  liberty  with  her  own  arms  had  not  yet 

Papers,  that  all  hopes  of  a  present  re-  come  into  vogue ;  or  rather  Leslie  was 

storation  in  the  reign  of  Anne  were  given  too  mere  a  bigot  to  practise  it     He  is 

up  in  England.    They  60on  revived,  how-  wholly  for  arbitrary    power ;    but   the 

ever,  as  to  Scotland,  and  grew  stronger  common  stuff  of  his  journal   is  high- 

about  the  time  of  the  union.  church  notions  of  all  descriptions.     This 

t  The  Rehearsal  is  not  written  in  such  could  not  win   many  in   the  reign  of 

a  manner  as  to  gain  over  many  prose-  Anne, 

lytes.     The  scheme  of  Bghting  against  \  Macpherson,  i.  608.  If  Carte's  anec- 


384    CONSTITUTIONAL    HISTORY    OF   ENGLAND    [Chaf.XVL 

reduce  the  power  of  France,  their  approximation  towards  the 
whigs,  the  averseness  of  the  duchess  to  Jacobite  principles, 
taught  at  length  that  unfortunate  court  how  little  it  had  to 
expect  from  such  ancient  friends.  The  Scotch  Jacobites,  on 
the  other  hand,  were  eager  for  the  young  king's  immediate 
restoration ;  and  their  assurances  finally  produced  his  unsuc- 
cessful expedition  to  the  coast  in  1708.*  This  alarmed  the 
queen,  who  at  least  had  no  thoughts  of  giving  up  any  part  of 
her  dominions,  and  probably  exasperated  the  two  ministers.t 
Though  Godolphin's  partiality  to  the  Stuart  cause  was  always 
suspected,  the  proofs  of  his  intercourse  with  their  emissaries 
are  not  so  strong  as  agunst  Marlborough ;  who,  so  late  as 
171 1 9  declared  himself  more  positively  than  he  seems  hitherto 
to  have  done  in  favour  of  their  restoration.^  But  the  extreme 
selfishness  and  treachery  of  his  character  makes  it  difficult  to 
believe  that  he  had  any  further  view  than  to  secure  himself 
in  the  event  of  a  revolution  which  he  judged  probable.  His 
interest,  which  was  always  his  deity,  did  not  lie  in  that  direc- 
tion ;  and  his  great  sagacity  must  have  perceived  it. 

A  more  promising  overture  had  by  this  time  been  made  to 
/wth^Kn-  ^^^  young  claimant  from  an  opposite  quarter.  Mr. 
ov«r  iucce.:   Harlcy,  about  the  end  of  I7IO,  sent  the  abbe  Gaultier 

dotes  are  true,  which  is  yery  doubtful,  close  with  the  whigs  in  order  to  sare 
Godolphin,  after  he  was  turned  out,  de^  himself.  It  is  said  also  by  a  very  good 
clared  his  concern  at  not  having  restored  authority,  lord  Hardwicke,  (note  on 
the  king;  that  he  thought  Harley  would  Burnet,  Oxf.  edit.  t.  352,)  that  there 
do  it,  but  by  French  assistance,  which  he  was  something  not  easy  to  be  acoopnted 
did  not  intend ;  that  the  tories  had  al-  for  in  the  conduct  of  the  ministry,  pre- 
ways  distressed  him,  and  his  administra-  ceding  the  attempt  on  Scotland  in  1708 ; 
tion  had  passed  in  a  struggle  with  the  giving  us  to  undorstand  in  the  subsequent 
whig  junto.  Id.  170.  Somerville  says,  part  of  the  note  that  Godolphin  was  sus- 
he  was  assured  that  Carte  was  reckoned  pected  of  connivance  with  it.  And  this 
credulous  and  ill-informed  by  the  jaco-  is  confirmed  by  Ker  of  Kersland,  who 
bites.  P.  273.  It  seems  indeed,  by  some  directly  charges  the  treasurer  wiUi  ex- 
passages  in  Macpherson*s  Papers,  that  treme  remissness,  if  not  something  worse, 
the  Stuart  agents  either  kept  up  an  in-  Memoirs,  L  54.  See  also  Lockhart*s 
tercourse  with  Godolphin,  or  pretended  Commentaries  (in  Lockhart  Papers,  i. 
to  do  so.  Vol.  ii.  2.  et  post  But  it  is  306. ).  Yet  it  seems  almost  impossible 
evident  that  they  had  no  confidence  in  to  suspect  Godolphin  of  such  treachery, 
him.  not  only  towards  the  protestant  succes- 

It  must  be  observed,  however,  that  sion,  but  his  mistress  herself 

lord  Dartmouth,  in  his  notes  on  Burnet,  *  Macpherson,  ii.  74.  et  post   Hooked 

repeatedly    intimates  that    Godolphin's  Negotiations.   Lockhart*s  Commentaries, 

secret  object  in  hU  ministry  was  the  re-  Ker    of    Kersland's    Memoirs,    i.    45. 

storation  of  the  house  of  Stuart,  and  that  Burnet.     Cunningham.     Somerville. 

with  this  view  he  suffered  the  act  of  f  Burnet,  502. 

security  in  Scotland  to  pass,  which  raised  {   Macpherson,  IL  158.  228.  283.  and 

such  a  clamour  that   he  was  forced  to  see  Somerville,  272. 
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to  marshal  Berwick  (natural  son  of  James  11.  by  MarU 
borough's  sister),  with  authority  to  treat  about  the  re- 
storation ;  Anne  of  course  retaining  the  crown  for  her  life, 
and  securities  being  given  for  the  national  religion  and  liber- 
ties. The  conclusion  of  peace  was  a  necessary  condition. 
The  Jacobites  in  the  English  parliament  were  directed  in  con- 
sequence to  fall  in  with  the  court,  which  rendered  it  decidedly 
superior.  Harley  promised  to  send  over  in  the  next  year  a 
plan  for  carrying  that  design  into  effect.  But  neither  at  that 
time,  nor  during  the  remainder  of  the  queen's  life,  did  this 
dissembling  minister  take  any  further  measures,  though  still 
in  strict  connexion  with  that  party  at  home,  and  with  the 
court  of  St.  Germains.*  It  was  necessary,  he  said,  to  pro- 
ceed gently,  to  make  the  army  their  own,  to  avoid  suspicions 
which  would  be  fatal.  It  was  manifest  that  the  course  of  his 
administration  was  wholly  inconsistent  with  his  professions ; 
the  friends  of  the  house  of  Stuart  felt  that  he  betrayed,  though 
he  did  not  delude  them ;  but  it  was  the  misfortune  of  this 
minister,  or  rather  the  just  and  natural  reward  of  crooked 
counsels,  that  those  he  meant  to  serve  could  neither  believe 
in  his  friendship,  nor  forgive  his  appearances  of  enmity.  It 
is  doubtless  not  easy  to  pronounce  on  the  real  intentions  of 
men  so  destitute  of  sincerity  as  Harley  and  Marlborough ; 
but,  in  believing  the  former  favourable  to  the  protestant  suc- 
cession, which  he  had  so  eminently  contributed  to  establish, 
we  accede  to  the  judgment  of  those  contemporaries  who  were 
best  able  to  form  one,  and  especially  of  the  very  Jacobites 
with  whom  he  tampered.  And  this  is  so  powerfully  con- 
firmed by  most  of  his  public  measures,  his  averseness  to  the 
high  tories,  and  their  consequent  hatred  of  him,  his  irrecon- 
cilable disagreement  with  those  of  his  colleagues  who  looked 
most  to  St.  Germains,  his  frequent  attempts  to  renew  a  con- 
nexion with  the  whigs,  his  contempt  of  the  Jacobite  creed  of 
government,  and  the  little  prospect  he  could  have  had  of 
retaining  power  on  such  a  revolution,  that,  so  far  at  least  as 
may  be  presumed  from  what  has  hitherto  become  public, 
there  seems  no  reason  for  counting  the  earl  of  Oxford  among 


*  Memoirs  of  Berwick,  1778  (English     Commentaries,  p.  368.  Macpberson,  sub 
translation).     And  compare  Lockhart*s    ann.  1712  and  1713,  passim. 

VOL.  !!•  C  C 
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those  from  whom  the  house  of  Hanover  had  any  enmity  to 
apprehend-* 

The  Pretender,  meanwhile,  had  friends  in  the  tory  govern- 
ment more  sincere  probably  and  zealous  than  Oxford.  In 
the  year  1712  lord  Bolingbroke,  the  duke  of  Buckingham, 
president  of  the  council,  and  the  duke  of  Ormond,  were  en- 
gaged in  this  connexion.!     The  last  of  these  being  in  the 

*  The  pamphlets  on   Harley*s  side,  **  questions  If  it  was  ever  heartily  re-as> 

and  probably  written  under  his  inspec-  sumed  by  lord  Oxford.** — '*  This  I  know, 

tion,  for  at  least  the  first  year  after  his  that  his  lordship,  regretting  to  a  friend  of 

elevation  to  power,  such  as  one  entitled  mine  the  duke's  death,  next  day  after  it 

**  Faults   on    both    Sides,*'    ascribed   to  happened,  told  him  that  it  disordered  all 

Richard  Harley,   his  relation,  (Somers  their  schemes,  seeing  Great  Britain  did 

Tracts,  xii.  678. )    **  Spectator's  Address  not  afford  a  person  capable  to  discbarge 

to  the  Whigs  on  Occasion  of  the  Stab-  the  trust  which  was  committed  to  his 

bing    Mr.     Harley,"    or    the    **  Secret  grace,  which  sure  was  somewhat  very 

History  of  the  October  Club,"  1711  (I  extraordinary;  and  what  other  than  the 

believe  by  De  Foe),  seem  to  have  for  king's  restoration  could  there  be  of  so 

their  object  to  reconcile  as  many  of  the  very  great  importance,  or  require  such 

whigs  as  possible  to  his  administration,  dexterity  in  managin<ir,  is  not  easy  to  im- 

and  to  display  his  aversion  to  the  violent  agine.     And  indeed  it  is  more  than  pro- 

tories.     liiere  can  be  no  doubt  that  his  bable  that  before  his  lordship  could  pitch 

first  project  was  to  have  excluded  the  upon  one  he  might  depend  on  in  such 

more  acrimonious  whigs,  such  as  Whar-  weighty  matters,  the  discord  and  division 

ton  and  Sunderland,  as  well  as  the  duke  which  happened   betwixt   him   and  the 

of  Marlborough  and  his  wife,  and  coa-  other  ministers  of  state  diverted  or  sus- 

lesced  with  Cowper  and  Somers,  both  of  pended  his  design  of  serving  the  king.** 

whom  were  also  in  &vour  of  the  queen.  Lockhart's  Commentaries,  p.  410.      But 

But  the  steadiness  of  the  whig  party,  and  there  is  more  reason  to  doubt  whether 

their  resentment  of  his  duplicity,  forced  this  design  to  serve  the  king  ever  ex- 

him  into  the  opposite  quarters,  though  isted. 

he  never  lost  sight  of  his  schemes  for  f  If  we  may  trust  to  a  book  printed 

reconciliation.  in  1717,  with    the   title,   ^  Minutes  of 

The  dissembling  nature  of  this  unfor-  Monsieur  Mesnager's  Negotiations  with 

tunate  statesman   rendered  his  designs  the  Court  of  England  towards  the  Close 

suspected.     The  whigs,  at  least  in  1713,  of  the  last  Reign,  written  by  himself,'* 

in  their  correspondence  with  the  court  of  that  agent  of  the  French  cabinet  entered 

Hanover,  speak  of  him  as  entirely  in  the  into  an  arrangement  with  Bolingbroke  in 

Jacobite  interest.     Macpherson,  li.  472.  March,  1712,  about  the  Pretender.    It 

509.     Cunningham,  who  is  not  on  the  was  agreed  that  Louis  ahould  ostensibly 

whole  unfavourable  to  Harley,  says,  that  abandon  him,  but  should  not  be  obliged, 

**  men  of  all  parties  agreed  in  conclud-  in  case  of  the  queen's  death,  not  to  use 

ing  that  his  designs  were   in  the  Pre-  endeavours   for   his  restoration.     Lady 

tender*s  favour.   And  it  is  certain  that  he  Masham  was  wholly  for  this ;  but  owned 

affected  to  have  it  thought  so.**    P.  303.  "  the  rage  and  irreconcilable  aversion  cf 

Lockhart  also  bears  witness  to  the  reli-  the  greatest  part  of  the  common  people 

ance  placed  on  him  by  the  Jacobites,  and  to  her  (the  queen's)  brother  was  grown 

argues  with  some  plausibility  (p.  377.)  to  a  height."     But  I  must  confess  that, 

that  the  duke  of  Hamilton's  appointment  although  Macpherson  has  extracted  the 

as  ambassador  to  France,  in  1712,  must  above   passage,  and   a    more  Judicious 

have  been  designed  to  further  their  ob-  writer,  Somerville,  quotes  the  book  ft-eely 

ject;  though  he  believed  that  the  death  as  genuine,  (Hist  of  Anne,  p.  581,  &c.) 

of  that  nobleman,   in  a  duel  with  lord  I  found  in  reading  it  what  seemed  to  me 

Mohun,  just  as  he  was  setting  out  for  the  strongest  grounds  of  suspicion.     It 

Paris,   put  a  stop   to  the  scheme,  and  is  printed  in  England,  without  a  word  of 
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command  of  the  army,  little  glory  as  that  brought  him,  might 
become  an  important  auxiliary.     Harcourt,  the  chancellor, 

though  the  proofs  are  not,  I  believe,  so  direct,  has  always 
been  reckoned  in  the  same  interest.  Several  of  the  leading 
Scots  peers,  with  little  disguise,  avowed  their  adherence  to 
it ;  especially  the  duke  of  Hamilton,  who,  luckily  perhaps 

prefoce  to  explain  bow  such  important  that  of  Bolingbroke  as  of  Oxford;  ex- 
secrcts  came  to  be  divulged,  or  by  what  ccpt  that,  having  more  rashness  and  less 
means  the  book  was  brought  before  the  principle,  he  was  better  fitted  for  so  dan- 
world  ;  the  correct  information  as  to  En-  gerous  a  counter-revolution.  But  in 
glish  customs  and  persons  frequently  be-  reality  he  had  a  perfect  contempt  for  the 
trays  a  native  pen;  the  truth  it  contains,  Stuart  and  tory  notions  of  government, 
as  to  Jacobite  intrigues,  might  have  trans-  and  would  doubtless  have  served  the 
pired  from  other  sources,  and  in  the  main  house  of  Hanover  with  more  pleasure,  if 
was  pretty  well  suspected,  as  the  Report  his  prospects  in  that  quarter  had  been 
of  the  Secret  Committee  on  the  Impeach-  more  favourable.  It  appears  that  in  the 
xnents  in  1715  sh^ws ;  so  ^that,  upon  the  session  of  1 7 1 4,  when  he  had  become  lord 
whole,  I  cannot  but  reckon  it  a  forgery  of  the  ascendant,  he  disappointed  the 
in  order  to  injure  the  tory  leaders.  [In  zealous  royalists  by  his  delays  as  much  as 
a  note  on  Swift's  works,  vol.  xxv.  p.  37.  his  more  cautious  rival  had  done  before. 
(1779),  it  is  said,  on  the  authority  of  Lockhart,  470.  This  writer  repeatedly 
Savage,  that  **  no  such  book  was  ever  asserts  that  a  migority  of  the  house  of 
printed  in  the  French  tongue,  from  commons,  both  in  the  parliament  of  1710 
which  it  is  impudently  said  to  be  trans-  and  that  of  1713,  wanted  only  the  least 
latcd  as  Mesnagcr's  Negotiations.'*  And,  encouragement  from  the  court  to  have 
on  reference  to  Savage's  poem,  entitled  brought  about  the  repeal  of  the  act  of 
False  Historians,  I  find  this  couplet : —  settlement  But  I  think  this  very  doubt- 
'*  Some  usurp  luanei — an  English  garreteer,  ful ;  and  I  am  quite  convinced  that  the 
From  minutes  forg'd,  is  Monsieur  Mesnager.*'  nation  would  not  have  acquiesced  in  it. 

I  think  that  the  book  has  been  ascribed  Lockhart  is  sanguine,  and  ignorant  of 

to  Defoe.— 1 845.  ]  England. 

But  however  this  may  be,  we  find  It  must  be  admitted  that  part  of  the 
Bolingbroke  in  correspondence  with  the  cabinet  were  steady  to  the  protestant 
Stuart  agents  in  the  latter  part  of  1712.  succession.  Lord  Dartmouth,  lord  Pow'* 
Macpherson,  366.  And  his  own  corre-  lett,  lord  Trevor,  and  the  bishop  of 
spoiidcnce  with  lord  Strafford  shows  his  London  were  certainly  so ;  nor  can  there 
dread  and  dislike  of  Hanover.  (Bol.  be  any  reasonable  doubt,  as  I  conceive,  of 
Corr.  ii.  487.  et  alibi.)  The  duke  of  the  duke  of  Shrewsbury.  On  the  other 
Buckingham  wrote  to  St  Germains  in  side,  besides  Ormond,  Harcourt,  and 
July  that  year,  with  strong  expressions  Bolingbroke,  were  the  duke  of  Bucking- 
of  his  attachment  to  the  cause,  and  ham,  sir  William  Wyndham,  and  pro- 
pressing  the  necessity  of  the  prince's  bably  Mr.  Bromley.  [The  impression 
conversion  to  the  protestant  religion,  which  Bolingbroke's  letter  to  sir  William 
Macpherson,  327.  Ormond  is  men-  Wyndham  leaves  on  the  mind,  is,  that, 
tioned  in  the  duke  of  Berwick's  letters  having  no  steady  principle  of  action,  he 
as  in  correspondence  with  him ;  and  had  been  all  along  fluctuating  between 
Lockhart  says  there  was  no  reason  to  Hanover  and  St.  Germains,  according  to 
make  the  least  question  of  his  affection  the  prospect  he  saw  of  standing  well 
to  the  king,  whose  friends  were  conse-  with  one  or  the  other,  and  in  a  great  de- 
quently  well  pleased  at  his  appointment  gree,  according  to  the  politics  of  Oxford, 
to  succeed  Marlborough  in  the  command  being  determined  to  take  the  opposite 
ofthe  army,  and  thought  it  portended  some  line.  But  he  had  never  been  able  to 
good  designs  in  favour  of  him.    Id.  376.  penetrate  a  more  dissembling  spirit  than 

Of  Ormond*s  sincerity  in  this  cause  his  own.     This  letter,  as  is  well  known, 

there  can   indeed  be  little   doubt;  but  though  written  in  171 7,  was  not  published 

there  is  almost  as  much  reason  to  suspect  till  after  Bolingbroke*s  death.'^1845.] 
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for  the  kingdoTn,  lost  his  life  in  a  duel,  at  the  moment  when 
he  was  setting  out  on  an  embassy  to  France,  The  rage  ex- 
pressed by  that  faction  at  his  death  betrays  the  hopes  they 
had  entertained  from  him.  A  strong  phalanx  of  tory  mem- 
bers, called  the  October  Club,  though  by  no  means  entirely 
Jacobite,  were  chiefly  influenced  by  those  who  were  such.  In 
the  new  parliament  of  1713,  the  queen^s  precarious  health 
excited  the  Stuart  partisans  to  press  forward  with  more  zeal- 
The  masque  was  more  than  half  drawn  aside ;  and,  vainly 
urging  the  ministry  to  fulfil  their  promises  while  yet  in  time^ 
they  cursed  the  insidious  cunning  of  Harley  and  the  selfish 
cowardice  of  the  queen.  Upon  her  they  had  for  some  years 
relied.  Lady  Masham,  the  bosom  favourite,  was  entirely 
theirs ;  and  every  word,  every  look  of  the  sovereign,  had 
been  anxiously  observed,  in  the  hope  of  some  indication  that 
she  would  take  the  road  which  afiection  and  conscience,  as 
they  fondly  argued,  must  dictate.  But,  whatever  may  have 
been  the  sentiments  of  Anne,  her  secret  was  never  divulged, 
nor  is  there,  as  I  apprehend,  however  positively  the  contrary 
is  sometimes  asserted,  any  decisive  evidence  whence  we  may 
infer  that  she  even  intended  her  brother's  restoration.*     The 

*  It  is  said  that  the  duke  of  Leeds,  tentions  with  certainty.     The  following 

who  was  now  in  the  Stuart  interest,  had  passage  in  Lockhart  seems  rather  more 

sounded  her  in  1711,  but  with  no  sue-  to  the  purpose: — On   his  coming  to 

cess  in  discovering  her  intention.     Mac-  parliament  in  1710,  with  a  **high  mo- 

pherson,  212.  The  duke  of  Buckingham  narchical  address,"  which  hehad  procured 

pretended,  in  the  above-mentioned  letter  from   the   county  of  Edinburgh,   "  the 

to  St.  Germains,  June,  1712,  that  he  had  queen  told  me,  though  I  had  almost  al- 

often  pressed  the  queen  on  the  subject  of  ways  opposed  her  measures,  she  did  not 

her  brother's  restoration,  but  could  get  doubt  of  my  affection  to  her  person,  and 

no  other  answer  than,  "  You  see  he  does  hoped  I  would  not  concur  in  the  design 

not  make  the  least  step  to  oblige  me  ;**  against  Mrs.  Masham,  or  for  bringing 

or,  "  He  may  thank  himself  for  it :  he  over  the  prince  of  Hanover.     At  first  I 

knows  I  always  loved  him  better  than  was  somewhat  surprised,  but  recovering 

the  other.**     Id.  S28.     This  alludes  to  myself,  I  assured  her  I  should  never  be 

the  Pretender's  pertinacity,  as  the  writer  accessary  to  the  imposing  any  hardship 

thought  it,  in  adhering  to  his  religion  ;  or  affront  upon  her ;  and  as  for  the  prince 

and  it  may  be  very  questionable,  whether  of  Hanover,   her  majesty  miglit  judge 

he  had  ever  such  conversation  with  the  from  the  address  I  had  read,  that  I  should 

queen  at  all.   But,  if  he  had,  it  does  not  lead  not  be  acceptable  to  my  constituents  if  I 

to  the  supposition,  that  under  all  circum-  gave  my  consent  for  bringing  over  any 

stances  she  meditated  his  restoration.    If  of  that  family,  either  now  or  at  any  time 

the  book  under  the'name  of  Mesnager  is  ge-  hereafter.     At  that  she  smiled,   and  I 

nuine,  which  I  much  doubt,  Mrs.  Masliam  withdrew ;  and  then  she  said  to  the  duke 

had  never  been  able  to  elicit  any  thing  (Hamilton),  she  believed  I  was  an  honest 

decisive   of  her  nmjesty's   inclinations ;  man  and  a  fair  dealer ;  and  the  duke  re- 

nor  do  any  of  the  Stuart  correspondents  plied,  he  could  assure  her  I  liked  her 

in  Macpherson  pretend  to  know  her  in-  majesty    and   all   her    father's   bairns.** 
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weakest  of  mankind  have  generally  an  instinct  of  self-pre- 
servation which  leads  them  right,  and  perhaps  more  than 
stronger  minds  possess ;  and  Anne  could  scarcely  help 
perceiving  that  her  own  deposition  from  the  throne  would  be 
the  natural  consequence  of  once  admitting  the  reversionary 
right  of  one  whose  claim  was  equally  good  to  the  possession. 
Ilie  assertors  of  hereditary  descent  could  acquiesce  in  her 
usurpation  no  longer  than  they  found  it  necessary  for  their 
object ;  if  her  life  should  be  protracted  to  an  ordinary  dura- 
tion, it  was  almost  certain  that  Scotland  first,  and  afterwards 
England,  would  be  wrested  from  her  impotent  grasp.  Yet, 
though  I  believe  the  queen  to  have  been  sensible  of  this,  it  is 
impossible  to  pronounce  with  certainty  that  either  through 
pique  against  the  house  of  Hanover,  or  inability  to  resist  her 
own  councillors,  she  might  not  have  come  into  the  scheme  of 
altering  the  succession. 

But,  if  neither  the  queen  nor  her  lord  treasurer  were  in- 
clined to  take  that  vigorous  course  which  one  party  demanded, 
they  at  least  did  enough  to  raise  just  alarm  in  the  other ;  and 
it  seems  strange  to  deny  that  the  protestant  succession  was  in 
danger.  As  lord  Oxford's  ascendancy  diminished,  the  signs 
of  impending  revolution  became  less  equivocal.  Adherents 
of  the  house  of  Stuart  were  placed  in  civil  and  military  trust ; 
an  Irish  agent  of  the  Pretender  was  received  in  the  character 
of  envoy  from  the  court  of  Spain  ;  the  most  audacious  mani- 
festations of  disaffection  were  overlooked.*     Several  even  in 

p.  317.  It  appears  in  subsequent  parts  among  opposite  impulses,  but  witli  a  pro- 
of this  book,  that  Lockhart  and  his  dominating  timidity  which  would  have 
friends  were  confident  of  the  queen's  in-  probably  kept  her  from  any  change, 
clinations  in  the  last  year  of  her  life,  *  Tlie  duchess  of  Gordon,  in  June, 
though  not  of  her  resolution.  1711,  sent  a  silver  medal  to  the  faculty 
The  truth  seems  to  be,  that  Anne  was  of  advocates  at  Edinburgh,  with  a  head 
very  dissembling,  as  Swift  repeatedly  on  one  side,  and  the  inscription,  Cujus 
says  in  his  private  letters,  and  as  feeble  est ;  on  the  other,  the  British  isles,  with 
and  timid  persons  in  high  station  gene-  the  word  Reddite.  The  dean  of  faculty, 
rally  are ;  that  she  hated  the  house  of  Dundas  of  Arniston,  presented  this 
Hanover,  and  in  some  measure  feared  medal ;  and  there  seems  reason  to  believe 
them ;  but  that  she  had  no  regard  for  that  a  majority  of  the  advocates  voted  for 
the  Pretender  (for  it  is  really  absurd  to  its  reception.  Soraervillc,  p.  452.  Bo- 
talk  like  Somerville  of  natural  affection  lingbroke,  in  writing  on  the  subject  to  a 
under  all  the  circumstances),  and  feared  friend,  it  must  be  owned,  speaks  of  the 
him  a  great  deal  more  than  the  other ;  proceeding  with  due  disapprobation, 
that  she  had  however  some  scruples  about  Bolingbroke  Correspondence,  i.  343. 
his  ri{(ht,  which  were  counterbalanced  by  No  measures  however  were  taken  to 
her  attachment  to  the  church  of  England ;  mark  the  court's  displeasure, 
consequently,   that    she   was    wavering  **  Nothing  U  more  certain/ '  says  Bo- 
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parliament  spoke  with  contempt  and  aversion  of  the  house  of 
Hanover.*  It  was  surely  not  unreasonable  in  the  whig  party 
to  meet  these  assaults  of  the  enemy  with  something  beyond 
the  ordinary  weapons  of  an  opposition.  They  affected  no  ap- 
prehensions that  it  was  absurd  to  entertain.  Those  of  the 
opposite  faction,  who  wished  well  to  the  protestant  interest, 
and  were  called  Hanoverian  tories,  came  over  to  their  side, 
and  joined  them  on  motions  that  the  succession  was  in 
danger.t  No  one  hardly,  who  either  hoped  or  dreaded  the 
consequences,  had  any  doubts  upon  this  score ;  and  it  is  only 
a  few  moderns  who  have  assumed  the  privilege  of  setting 

Hngbroke,  in  his  letter  to  sir  William  Queen*s  last  Ministry,  he  says,  ^  I  re- 
Wyndham,  perhaps  the  finest  of  his  member,  during  the  late  treaty  of  peace, 
writings,  ''than  this  truth,  that  there  discoursing  at  several  times  with  some 
was  at  that  time  no  formed  design  in  the  very  eminent  persons  of  the  opposite  side 
party,  whatever  views  some  particular  with  whom  I  had  long  acquaintance.  I 
men  might  have,  against  his  majesty's  asked  them  seriously,  whether  they  or 
accession  to  the  throne."  P.  22.  This  any  of  their  friends  did  in  earnest  be- 
is  in  effect  to  confess  a  great  deal ;  and  lieve,  or  suspect  the  queen  or  the  mi- 
in  other  parts  of  the  same  letter,  he  nistry  to  have  any  favourable  regards 
makes  admissions  of  the  same  kind :  towards  the  Pretender  ?  They  all  con- 
though  he  says  that  he  and  other  tories  fessed  for  themselves,  that  they  believed 
had  determined,  before  the  queen's  death,  nothing  of  the  matter,"  &c.  He  then 
to  have  no  connexion  with  the  Pretender,  tells  us  that  he  had  the  curiosity  to  ask 
on  account  of  his  religious  bigotry,  almost  every  person  in  great  employ- 
P.  III.  ment,  whether  they  knew  or  had  heard 
*  Lockhart  gives  us  a  speech  of  sir  of  any  one  particular  man,  except  pro- 
William  Whitelock  in  1714,  bitterly  in-  fessed  nonjurors,  that  discovered  the  least 
veighing  against  the  elector  of  Hanover,  inclination  towards  the  Pretender  ;  and 
who,  he  hoped,  would  never  come  to  the  the  whole  number  they  could  muster  up 
crown.  Some  of  the  whigs  cried  out  on  did  not  amount  to  above  five  or  six  ; 
this  that  he  should  be  brought  to  the  among  whom  one  was  a  certain  old  lord, 
bar ;  when  'miitelock  said  he  would  not  lately  dead,  and  one  a  private  gentleman, 
recede  an  inch;  he  hoped  the  queen  of  little  consequence  and  of  a  broken 
would  outlive  that  prince,  and  in  com-  fortune,  &c.  (Vol.  xv.  p.  94.  edit.  12rooL 
parison  to  her  he  did  not  value  all  the  1 765. )  This  acute  observer  of  mankind 
princes  of  Germany  one  farthing.  P.  469.  well  knew  that  lying  is  frequently  sue- 
Swift,  in  "  Some  Free  Thoughts  upon  the  cessful  in  the  ratio  of  its  effrontery  and 
present  State  of  Affairs,**  1714,  speaks  extravagance.  Tliere  are  however  some 
with  much  contempt  of  the  house  of  passages  in  this  tract,  as  in  others  written 
Hanover  and  its  sovereign  ;  and  sug-  by  Swift,  in  relation  to  that  time,  which 
gests,  in  derision,  that  the  infant  son  of  serve  to  illustrate  the  obscure  machxna- 
the  electoral  prince  might  be  invited  to  tions  of  those  famous  last  years  of  the 
take  up  his  residence  in  England.     He  queen. 

pretends  in  this  tract,  as  in  all  his  writ-  f  On  a  motion  in  the  house  of  lords 

ings,  to  deny  entirely  that  there  was  the  that  the   protestant   succession  was   in 

least  tendency  towards  jacobitism,  either  danger,  April  5.  1714,  the  ministry  bad 

in  any  one  of  the  ministry,  or  even  any  only  a  majority   of   76  to  69,    several 

eminent  individual  out  of  it ;  but  with  bishops   and  other  tories  voting  against 

so  impudent  a  disregard  to  truth,  that  I  them.     Pari.  Hist.  vi.  I.<)d4.      Even  in 

am  not  perfectly   convinced  of  his  own  the  commons  the  division  was  but  256 

innocence  as  to  that  intrigue.     Thus,  in  to  208.      Id.  1347. 
his  Inquiry  into  the  Behaviour  of  the 
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aside  the  persuasion  of  contemporaries  upon  a  subject  which 
contemporaries  were  best  able  to  understand.*     Are  we  then 
to  censure  the  whigs  for  urging  on  the  elector  of  Hanover, 
who,  by  a  strange  apathy  or  indifference,  seemed  negligent  of 
the  great  prize  reserved  for  him,  or  is  the  bold  step  of  de- 
manding a  writ  of  summons  for  the  electoral  prince  as  duke 
of  Cambridge  to  pass  for  a  factious  insult  on  the  queen, 
because,  in  her  imbecility,  she  was  leaving  the  crown  to  be 
snatched  at  by  the  first  comer,  even  if  she  were  not,  as  they 
suspected,  in  some  conspiracy  to  bestow  it  on  a  proscribed 
heirPt     I  am  much  inclined  to  believe  that  the  great  majo- 
rity of  the  nation  were  in  favour  of  the  protestant  succession  ; 
but,  if  the  princes  of  the  house  of  Brunswic  had  seemed  to 
retire  from  the  contest,  it  might  have  been  impracticable  to 
resist  a  predominant  faction  in  the  council  and  in  parliament; 
especially  if  the  son  of  James,  listening  to  the  remonstrances 

*  Somerville  has  a  separate  disserta-  the  electoral  prince  without  his  master*8 

tion  on  the  danger  of  the  protestant  sue-  orders ;  but  it  was  done  with  the  advice 

cession,  intended  to  prove  that  it  was  in  of  all  the  whig  leaders.  Id.  592.,  and  with 

no  danger  at  all,  except  through  the  vio-  the  sanction  of  the  electress  Sophia,  who 

lence  of  the  whigs  in  exasperating  the  died  immediately  after.  *' All  who  arc  for 

queen.     It  is  true  that  Lockhart's  Com-  Hanover  believe  the  coming  of  the  elec- 

mentaries   were    not    published  at  this  toral  prince  to  be  advantageous ;  all  those 

time;    but   he   had  Macpherson  before  against  it  are  frightened  at  it"     Id.  596. 

him,  and  the  Memoirs  of  Berwick,  and  It  was  doubtless  a  critical  moment ;  and 

even  gave  credit  to  the   authenticity  of  the  court  of  Hanover  might  be  excused 

Mesnager,  which  I  do   not.     But  this  for  pausing  in  the  choice  of  dangers,  as 

sensible,  and   on   the   whole    impartial  the  step  must  make  the  queen  decidedly 

writer,  had  contracted  an  excessive  pre-  their  enemy.     I%e  was  greatly  offended, 

judice  against  the  whigs  of  that  period  as  and  forbad  the  Hanoverian  mim'ster  to 

a  party,  though  he  seems  to  adopt  their  appear  at  court.     Indeed  she  wrote  to 

principles.  His  dissertation  is  a  laboured  the  elector,  on  May  19.,  expressing  her 

attempt  to  explain  away  the  most  evident  disapprobation   of  the  prince^  coming 

facts,  and  to  deny  what  no  one  of  either  over  to  England,  and  '*  her  determination 

party  at  that  time  would  probably  have  to  oppose  a  project  so  contrary  to  her 

in  private  denied.  royal  authority,  however  fatal  the  conse- 

t  The  queen  was  very  ill  about  the  queneesmay  be."  Id.  621.     Oxford  and 

close  of  171.3 ;  in  fiu^t  it  became  evident,  Bolingbroke  intimate  the  same.    Id.  593., 

as  it  had  long  been  apprehended,  that  she  and  see  Bolingbroke  Correspondence,  iv. 

could  not  live  much  longer.    The  Hano-  512.,  a  very  strong  passage.     Tlie  mea- 

verians,  both  whigs  and  tories,  urged  that  sure  was  given  up,  whether  from  unwil- 

the  electoral  prince  should  be  sent  for  ;  lingness  on  the  part  of  George  to  make 

it  was  thought  that  whichever    of  the  the  queen  irreconcilable,  or,  as  is  at  least 

competitors  should  have  the  start  upon  equally  probable,  out  of  jealousy  of  hu 

her  death  would  succeed  in  securing  the  son.     The  former  certainly  disappointed 

crown.     Macpherson,  385.  546.  557.  et  his  adherents  by  more  apparent  apathy 

alibi.    Can  there  be  a  more  complete  jus-  than  their  ardour  required;  which  will 

tification  of  this  measure,  which  Somer-  not  be  surprising,  when  we  reflect  that, 

villc  and  the  tory  writers  treat  as  disre-  even  upon  the  throne,  he  seemed  to  care 

spectful  to  the  queen  ?  The  Hanoverian  very  little  about  it.     Macpherson,  sub 

envoy,   Schutz,  demanded  the  writ  for  ann.  1714.  pa5sim. 

c  c    4 
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of  his  English  adherents,  could  have  been  induced  to  re- 
nounce a  faith  which,  in  the  eyes  of  too  many,  was  the 
sole  pretext  for  his  exclusion*,  and  was  at  least  almost  the 
only  one  which  could  have  been  publicly  maintained  with 
much  success  consistently  with  the  general  principles  of  our 
constitution.t 

The  queen's  death,  which  came  at  last  perhaps  rather 
Accenion  of  ^ove  quickly  than  was  foreseen,  broke  for  ever  the 
George  L  {^^  prospccts  of  her  family.  George  I.,  unknown 
and  absent,  was  proclaimed  without  a  single  murmur,  as  if 
the  crown  had  passed  in  the  most  regular  descent*  But  this 
Whig!  come  ^'^  ^  momentary  calm.  The  Jacobite  party,  reco- 
into  power,  ycriug  from  the  first  consternation,  availed  itself  of 
its  usual  arms,  and  of  those  with  which  the  new  king  sup- 
plied it.  Many  of  the  tories  who  would  have  acquiesced  in 
the  act  of  settlement,  seem  to  have  looked  on  a  leading  share 
in  the  administration  as  belonging  of  right  to  what  was  called 
the  church  party,  and  complained  of  the  formation  of  a 
ministry  on  the  whig  principle.  In  later  times  also,  it  has 
been  not  uncommon  to  censure  George  I.  for  governing,  as 
it  is  called,  by  a  faction.  Nothing  can  be  more  unreasonable 
than  this  reproach.  Was  he  to  select  those  as  his  advisers, 
who  had  been,  as  we  know  and  as  he  believed,  in  a  con- 
spiracy with  his  competitor  ?  Was  lord  Oxford,  even  if  the 
king  thought  him   faithful,    capable  of   uniting  with    any 

*  He  was   strongly    pressed   by   his  whom  I  communicated  it  at  that  time  — 

English  adherents  to  declare  himself  a  it  made  us  resolve  to  have  nothing  to  do 

protestant.     He  wrote  a  very  good  an-  with   him.**     It  seems  to  have  been  a 

swer.     Macpherson,  436.     Madame  de  nne  qua  non  with  the  tory  leaders  that 

Maintenon  says,    some  catholics  urged  the  Pretender  should  become  a  protest- 

him  to  the  same  course,  **  par  une  poli-  ant.     But  others  thought  this  an  unrea- 

tique  pouss^e  un  pen  trop  loin.'*  Lettres  sonable  demand.     He   would  not  even 

a  la  Princesse  des  Ursins,  ii.  428.     [See  directly  engage  to  secure  the  churches 

also  Bolingbroke's    Letter    to    sir    W.  of  England  and  Ireland,  if  we  may  be- 

Wyndham  :  "  I  cannot  forget,  nor  you  lieve  Bolingbroke.  Id. — 1845.] 

either,  what  passed  when,  a  little  before  f  [The  whigs  relied  upon  the  army, 

the  death  of  the  queen,  letters  were  con-  in  case  of  a  struggle.    Somenrille,  565. 

▼eyed  from  the  Chevalier  to  several  per-  Swift,  in  his  Free  Thoughts  on  the  pre- 

sons,  to  myself  among  others.     In  the  sent    State  of    Afiairs,   written   in   tbe 

letter  to  me,  the  article  of  religion  was  spring  of  1714,  speaks  with  indignation 

so  awkwardly  handled,  that  he  made  the  of  the  disaffection  of  the  guards  towards 

principal  motive  of  the  confidence  we  the  queen ;  taking  care,  at  the  same  time* 

ought  to  have  in  him  to  consist  in  his  to  deny  the  least  inclination  on  the  part 

firm  resolution  to  adhere  to  popery.    The  of  the  ministry  towards  a  change  of  suc- 

effect  which  this  epistle  had  on  me  was  cession. — 1845.} 
the  same  vihich  it  hnd  on  those  tories  to 
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public  men,  hated  as  he  was  on  each  side  ?  Were  not  the 
tones  as  truly  a  faction  as  their  adversaries,  and  as  intolerant 
during  their  own  power.*  Was  there  not,  above  all,  a 
danger  that,  if  some  of  one  denomination  were  drawn  by 
pique  and  disappointment  into  the  ranks  of  the  Jacobites,  the 
whigs,  on  the  other  hand,  so  ungratefully  and  perfidiously 
recompensed  for  their  arduous  services  to  the  house  of 
Hanover,  might  think  all  royalty  irreconcilable  with  the 
principles  of  freedom,  and  raise  up  a  republican  party,  of 
which  the  scattered  elements  were  sufficiently  discernible  in 
the  nation  ?  t  The  exclusion  indeed  of  the  whigs  would 
have  been  so  monstrous  both  in  honour  and  policy,  that  the 
censure  has  generally  fallen  on  their  alleged  monopoly  of  public 
offices.  But  the  mischiefs  of  a  disunited,  hybrid  ministry 
had  been  sufficiently  manifest  in  the  two  last  reigns ;  nor 
could  Greorge,  a  stranger  to  his  people  and  their  constitution, 
have  undertaken  without  ruin  that  most  difficult  task  of 
balancing  parties  and  persons,  to  which  the  great  mind  of 
William  had  proved  unequal.  Nor  is  it  true  tliat  the  tories, 
as  such,  were  proscribed ;  those  who  chose  to  serve  the  court 
met  with  court  favour ;  and  in  the  very  outset  the  few  men 
of  sufficient  eminence,  who  had  testified  their  attachment  to 
the  succession,  received  equitable  rewards ;  but,  most  happily 
for  himself  and  the  kingdom,  most  reasonably  according  to 
the  principles  on  which  alone  his  throne  could  rest,  the  first 
prince  of  the  house  of  Brunswic  gave  a  decisive  preponderance 
in  his  favour  to  Walpole  and  Townshend  above  Harcourt  and 
Bolingbroke. 

*  The  rage  of  the  tory  party  against  none  of  us  had  any  very  settle^]  resolii- 

the  queen  and  lord  Oxford  for  retaining  tion."  P.  1 1.      It  is  rather  amusing  to 

whigs  in  office  is  notorious  from  Swift's  observe  that  those  who  called  themselves 

private  letters,  and  many  other  aulhori-  the  tory  or  church  party,  seem  to  have 

tiei.     And  Bolingbroke,  in  his  letter  to  fancied  they  had  a  natural  right  to  power 

sir  William  Wyndham,  very  fairly  owns  and  profit,  so  that  an  injury  was  done 

their  intention  "  to  fill  the  employments  them  when  these  rewards  went  another 

of  the  kingdom^  down  to  the  meanest,  way  ;  and  I  am  not  sure  that  something 

with  tories." — **  We  imagined,**  he  pro-  of  the  same  prejudice  ha^  not  been  per- 

ceeds,  **  that  such  measures,  joined  to  the  ceptible  in  times  a  good  deal  later, 

advantages  of  our  numbers  and  our  pro-  f  Though  no  republican  party,  as  I 

perty,  would   secure  us  against  all  at-  have  elsewhere  observed,  could  with  any 

tempts  during  her  reign ;  and  that  we  propriety  be  said  to  exist,  it  is  easy  to 

should  soon  become  too  considerable  not  perceive  that  a  certain  degree  of  provoca- 

to  make  our  terms  in  all  events  which  tion  from  the  crown  might  have  brought 

might   happen  afterwards ;    concerning  one  together  in  no  slight  force.     These 

which,  to  speak  truly,  I  believe  ft*w  or  two  propositions  arc  perfectly  compatible. 
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The  Strong  symptoms  of  disaffection  which  broke  out  in  a 
few  months  after  the  king's  accession,  and  which 
fKtron  iTthe  can  be  ascribed  to  no  grievance,  unless  the  formation 
of  a  whig  ministry  was  to  be  termed  one,  prove  the 
taint  of  the  late  times  to  have  been  deep  seated  and  extensive.* 
The  clergy,  in  many  instances,  perverted,  by  political  sermons, 
their  influence  over  the  people,  who,  while  they  trusted  that 
from  those  fountains  they  could  draw  the  living  waters  of 
truth,  became  the  dupes  of  factious  lies  and  sophistry.  Thus 
encouraged,  the  heir  of  the  Stuarts  landed  in  Scotland ;  and 
the  spirit  of  that  people  being  in  a  great  measure  Jacobite, 
and  very  generally  averse  to  the  union,  he  met  with  such 
success  as,  had  their  independence  subsisted,  would  probably 
have  established  him  on  the  throne.  But  Scotland  was  now 
doomed  to  wait  on  the  fortunes  of  her  more  powerful  ally ; 
and,  on  his  invasion  of  England,  the  noisy  partisans  of 
hereditary  right  discredited  their  faction  by  its  cowardice. 
Few  rose  in  arms  to  support  the  rebellion,  compared  with 

•  This  is  well  put  by  bishop  Willis,  in  pularity  on  the  other."      Ari^ment  to 

his  speech  on  the  bill  against  Atterbury,  prove  the  Affections  of  the   People  of 

Pari.    Hist  viii.  305.     In   a   pamphlet,  England  to  be  the  best  Security  for  the 

entitled  English    Advice  to  the    Free-  Government,  p.  11.  (1716.)     This  is  the 

holders  (Somcrs  Tracts,  xiii.  521.),  as-  pamphlet  written  to  recommend  lenity 

cribed  to  Atterbury  himself,  a  most  viru-  towards  the  rebels,  which  Addison  has 

lent  attack  is  made  on  the  government,  answered  in  the  Freeholder.      It  is  in- 

merely  because  what  he  calls  the  church  vidious,   and   perhaps  secretly  Jacobite, 

party  had   been    thrown   out    of  office.  Bolingbroke  observes,  in  the  letter  already 

"  Among  all  who  call  themselves  whigs,"  quoted,  that  the  Pretender's  journey  from 

he  says,   "  and  are  of  any  consideration  Bar,  in  1714,  was  a  mere  farce,  no  party 

as  such,  name  me  the  man  I  cannot  prove  being  ready  to  receive  him  ;    but  ^  the 

to  be  an  inveterate  enemy  to  the  church  menaces  of  the  whigs,  backed  by  some 

of  England ;  and  I  will  be  a  convert  that  very  rash  declarations  [those  of  the  king], 

instant   to   their    cause."     It    must   be  and  little  circumstances  of  humour,  which 

owned  perhaps  that  the  whig  ministry  frequently  offend  more  than  real  injuries, 

might  better  have  avoided  some  reflec-  and  by  the  entire  change  of  all  person* 

tions  on  the  late  times  in  the  addresses  in    employment,   blew    up    the    coals." 

of  both  houses ;  and  still  more,  some  not  P.  34.    Then,  he  owns,  the  tories  looked 

very  constitutional  recommendations  to  to   Bar.      **  The  violence  of  the  whigs 

the  electors,  in  the  proclamation  calling  forced  them  into  the  arms  of  the  Pre- 

the  new  parliament  in  1714.    Pari.  Hist,  tender.*'  It  is  to  be  remarked  on  all  this, 

vi.  44.  50.  **  Never  was  prince  more  uni-  that,  by  Bolingbroke*s  own  account,  the 

versally  well  received  by  subjects  than  his  tories,  if  they  had  no  **  formed  design"  or 

present  majesty  on  his  arrival ;  and  never  **  settled  resolution  *'  that  way,  were  not 

was  less  done  by  a   prince  to  create  a  very  determined  in  their  repugnance  be- 

change  in  people's  affections.     But  so  it  fore   the    queen*s    death ;  and   that  the 

is,  a  very  observable  change  hath  hap-  chief  violence  of  which  they  complained 

pened.      Evil  infusions  were  spread  on  was,   that  George  chose  to  employ  his 

the  one  hand ;  and,  it  may  be,  there  was  friends  rather  than  his  enemies, 
too  great  a  stoicism  or  contempt  of  im>- 
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those  who  desired  its  success,  and  did  not  blush  to  see  the 
gallant  savages  of  the  Highlands  shed  their  blood  that  a 
supine  herd  of  priests  and  country  gentlemen  might  enjoy 
the  victory.  The  severity  of  the  new  government  after  the 
rebellion  has  been  often  blamed ;  but  I  know  not  whether, 
according  to  the  usual  rules  of  policy,  it  can  be  proved  that 
the  execution  of  two  peers  and  thirty  other  persons,  taken 
with  arms  in  flagrant  rebellion,  was  an  unwarrantable  excess 
of  punishment.  There  seems  a  latent  insinuation  in  those 
who  have  argued  on  the  other  side,  as  if  the  Jacobite  rebel- 
lion, being  founded  on  an  opinion  of  right,  was  more  excus- 
able than  an  ordinary  treason — a  proposition  which  it  would 
not  have  been  quite  safe  for  the  reigning  d}naasty  to  acknow- 
ledge. Clemency,  however,  is  the  standing  policy  of  consti- 
tutional governments,  as  severity  is  of  despotism  ;  and,  if  the 
ministers  of  George  I.  might  have  extended  it  to  part  of  the 
inferior  sufferers  (for  surely  those  of  higher  rank  were  the 
first  to  be  selected)  with  safety  to  their  master,  they  would 
have  done  well  in  sparing  him  the  odium  that  attends  all 
political  punishments.* 

It  will  be  admitted  on  all  hands,  at  the  present  day,  that 
the  chargfe  of   high  treason  in  the  impeachments 

•  •  •  Imneach- 

against  Oxford  and  Bolingbroke  was  an  intemperate  ment  or  tory 
excess  of  resentment  at  their  scandalous  dereliction 
of  the  public  honour  and  interest.  The  danger  of  a  sangui- 
nary revenge  inflamed  by  party  spirit  is  so  tremendous  that 
the  worst  of  men  ought  perhaps  to  escape  rather  than  suffer 
by  a  retrospective,  or,  what  is  no  better,  a  constructive  ex- 
tension of  the  law.  The  particular  charge  of  treason  was, 
that  in  the  negotiation  for  peace  they  had  endeavoured  to 
procure  the  city  of  Tournay  for  the  king  of  France  ;  which 

*  The  trials  after  this  rebellion  were  edit.)     There  seems  however,  upon  the 

not  conducted  with  quite  that  appearance  whole,  to  have  been  greater  and  less  ne- 

of  impartiality  which  we  now  exact  from  eessary  severity  after   the   rebellion    in 

judges.     Chief  baron    Montagu   repri-  1 745 ;  and  upon  this  latter  occasion  it  is 

manded  a  jury  for  acquitting  some  per-  impossible  not  to  reprobate  the  execution 

sons  indicted  for  treason ;    and  Tindal,  of  Mr.  Ratclifle  (brother  of  that  earl  of 

an  historian  very  strongly  on  the  court  Derwentwater  who  had  lost  his  head  in 

side,  admits  that  the  dying  speeches  of  1716),  after  an  absence  of  thirty  years 

some  of  the  sufferers  made  an  impression  from  his   country,  to   the  sovereign  of 

on  the  people,  so  as  to  increase  rather  which  he  had  never  professed  allegiance, 

than   lessen   the    number   of  Jacobites,  nor  could  owe  any,  except  by  the  Hction 

Continuation    of   Rapin,  p.  501.   (folio  of  our  law. 
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was  maintained  to  be  an  adhering  to  the  queen's  enemies 
within  the  statute  of  Edward  III.*  But,  as  this  construction 
could  hardly  be  brought  within  the  spirit  of  that  law,  and  the 
motive  was  certainly  not  treasonable  or  rebellious,  it  would 
have  been  incomparably  more  constitutional  to  treat  so  gross 
a  breach  of  duty  as  a  misdemeanour  of  the  highest  kind. 
This  angry  temper  of  the  commons  led  ultimately  to  the 
abandonment  of  the  whole  impeachment  against  lord  Oxford  ; 
the  upper  house,  though  it  had  committed  Oxford  to  the 
Tower,  which  seemed  to  prejudge  the  question  as  to  the  trea- 
sonable character  of  the  imputed  offence,  having  two  years 
afterwards  resolved  that  the  charge  of  treason  should  be  first 
determined,  before  they  would  enter  on  the  articles  of  less 
importance ;  a  decision  with  which  the  commons  were  so  ill 
satisfied  that  they  declined  to  go  forward  with  the  prosecu- 
tion. The  resolution  of  the  peers  was  hardly  conformable  to 
precedent,  to  analogy,  or  to  the  dignity  of  the  house  of  com- 
mons, nor  will  it  perhaps  be  deemed  binding  on  any  future 
occasion ;  but  the  ministers  prudently  suffered  themselves  to 
be  beaten,  rather  than  aggravate  the  fever  of  the  people  by  a 
prosecution  so  full  of  delicate  and  hazardous  questions.t 

One  of  these  questions,  and  by  no  means  the  least  im- 
portant, would  doubtless  have  arisen  upon  a  mode  of  defence 
alleged  by  the  earl  of  Oxford  in  the  house,  when  the  articles 
of  impeachment  were  brought  up.  **  My  lords,"  he  said, 
"  if  ministers  of  state,  acting  by  the  immediate  commands  of 
their  sovereign,  are  afterwards  to  be  made  accountable  for 
their  proceedings,  it  may,  one  day  or  other,  be  the  case  of  all 

*  Pari.   Hist.   73.      It    was    carried  passionate   than    in    the    case    of   lord 

against  Oxford,  by  247  to  127,  sir  Joseph  Strafford. 

Jekyll  strongly  opposing  it,  though  he  f  Pari.  Hist  vii.  486.     The  division 

had  said  before  ( Id.  67. )  that  they  had  was  88  to  56,     There  was  a  schism  in 

more  than  sufiicieut  evidence  against  Bo-  the  whig  party  at  this  time ;  yet  I  should 

lingbroke  on  the  statute  of  Edward  III.  suppose  the  ministers  might  have  pre- 

A  motion  was  made  in  the  lords,  to  con-  vented  this  defeat,  if  they  had  been  anxi- 

sult   the  judges    whether    the    articles  ous  to  do  so.     It  seems,  however,  by  a 

amounted  to  treason,  but  lost  by  84  to  letter  in   Coxe's   Memoirs  of  Walpole, 

62.     Id.  154.     Lord  Cowper  on  thisoc-  vol.  ii.  p.  123.,  that  the  govenmient  were 

casion    challenged    all   the   lawyers   in  for  dropping  the  charge  of  treason  against 

England   to  disprove  that   proposition.  Oxford,  **  it  being  very  certain  that  there 

The  proposal  of  reference  to  the  judges  is  not  sufficient  evidence  to  convict  him 

was  perhaps  premature  ;  but  the  house  of  that  crime,**  but  for  pressing  those  of 

must  surely  have  done  this  before  their  misdemeanour. 
6nal  sentence,  or  shown  themselves  more 
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the  members  of  this  august  assembly."*  It  was  indeed  un- 
deniable that  the  queen  had  been  very  desirous  of  peace,  and 
a  party,  as  it  were,  to  all  the  counsels  that  tended  to  it. 
Though  it  was  made  a  charge  against  the  impeached  lords, 
that  the  instructions  to  sign  the  secret  preliminaries  of  I7II 
with  M.  Mesnager,  the  French  envoy,  were  not  under  the 
great  seal,  nor  countersigned  by  any  minister,  they  were  cer- 
tainly under  the  queen's  signet,  and  had  all  the  authority  of 
her  personal  command.  This  must  have  brought  on  the  yet 
unsettled  and  very  delicate  question  of  ministerial  responsi- 
bility in  matters  where  the  sovereign  has  interposed  his  own 
command  ;  a  question  better  reserved,  it  might  then  appear, 
for  the  loose  generalities  of  debate  than  to  be  determined  with 
the  precision  of  criminal  law.  Each  party,  in  fact,  had  in  its 
turn  made  use  of  the  queen's  personal  authority  as  a  shield ; 
the  whigs  availed  themselves  of  it  to  parry  the  attack  made 
on  their  ministry,  after  its  fall,  for  an  alleged  mismanagement 
of  the  war  in  Spain  before  the  battle  of  Almanzat;  and  the 
modern  constitutional  theory  was  by  no  means  so  established 
in  public  opinion  as  to  bear  the  rude  brunt  of  a  legal  argu- 
ment. Anne  herself,  like  all  her  predecessors,  kept  in  her 
own  hands  the  reins  of  power  ;  jealous,  as  such  feeble  cha- 
racters usually  are,  of  those  in  whom  she  was  forced  to  con- 
fide (especially  after  the  ungrateful  return  of  the  duchess  of 

•   Pari.  Hist.  vii.  105.  Pari.  Hist.  ix.  1138.     "It  is  true,"   he 

t  Pari.  Hist.  yL  972.     Burnet,  560.,  says,    "  the    nature    of  our  constitution 

makes   some   observations  on   the  vote  requires  that  public  acts  should  be  issued 

passed  on  this  occasion,   censuring   the  out  in  his  majesty's  name;    but  for  alt 

late  ministers  for  advising  an  offensive  that,  my  lords,  he  is  not  the  author  of 

war  in  Spain.     **  A  resolution  in  council  them.**     [But,  in  a  much  earlier  debate, 

b  only  the   sovereign's   act,  who   upon  Jan.    12.   1711,  the   earl   of   Rochester 

hearing  his  councillors  deliver  their  opi-  said,  "  For  several  years  they  had  been 

nions,  forms  his  own  resolution  ;  a  coun-  told  that  the  queen  was  to  answer  for 

cillor  may  indeed  be  liable  to  censure  every  thing ;    but  he  hoped  that  time 

for  what  he  may  say  at  that  board  ;  but  was  over;  that  according  to  the  funda- 

the  resolution  taken  there  has  been  hi-  mental  constitution  of  this  kingdom  the 

tberto  treated  with  a  silent  respect ;  but  ministers  are  accountable   for  all,   and 

by  that  precedent  it   will  be  hereafter  therefore  he  hoped  nobody  would  —  nay, 

subject    to    a    parliamentary   inquiry.**  nobody  durst,  name  the  queen  in  this 

Speaker    Onslow    justly    remarks    that  debate.**     Pari.  Hist.  vi.  472.     So  much 

these  general  and  indefinite  sentiments  does  the  occasional  advantage  of  urging 

are  liable  to  much  exception,  and  that  an  argument  in  debate  lead  men  to  speak 

the  biahop  did  not  try  them  by  bis  whig  against  their  own  principles,  for  nothing 

principles.  The  first  instance  where  I  find  could  be  more  repugnant  to  those  of  the 

the  responsibility  of  some  one  for  every  high    tories,    who   reckoned    Rochester 

act  of  the  crown  strongly  laid  down  is  in  their  chief,  than  such  a  theory  of  the  con- 

a  speech  of  the  duke  of  Argyle,  in  1739.  stitution  as  he  here  advances.  —  1845.] 
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Marlborough  for  the  most  affectionate  condescension),  and 
obstinate  in  her  judgment,  from  the  very  consciousness  of  its 
weakness,  she  took  a  share  in  all  business,  frequently  presided 
in  meetings  of  the  cabinet,  and  sometimes  gave  directions 
without  their  advice,*  The  defence  set  up  by  lord  Oxford 
would  undoubtedly  not  be  tolerated  at  present  if  alleged  in 
direct  terms,  by  either  house  of  parliament ;  however  it  may 
sometimes  be  deemed  a  sufficient  apology  for  a  minister,  by 
those  whose  bias  is  towards  a  compliance  with  power,  to  in- 
sinuate that  he  must  either  obey  against  his  conscience,  or 
resign  against  his  will. 

Upon  this  prevalent  disaffection,  and  the  general  dangers 

of  the  established   government,  was  founded  that 
•^tenniai    mcasurc  so  frequently  arraigned  in  later  times,  the 

substitution  of  septennial  for  triennial  parliaments^t 
Tlie  ministry  deemed  it  too  perilous  for  their  master,  certainly 
for  themselves,  to  encounter  a  general  election  in  1717  J  but 
the  arguments  adduced  for  the  alteration,  as  it  was  meant 
to  be  permanent,  were  drawn  from  its  permanent  expediency. 
Nothing  can  be  more  extravagant  than  what  is  sometimes  con- 
fidently pretended  by  the  ignorant,  that  the  legislature  exceeded 
its  rights  by  this  enactment ;  or,  if  that  cannot  legally  be  ad- 
vanced, that  it  at  least  violated  the  trust  of  the  people,  and 
broke  in  upon  the  ancient  constitution.  The  law  for  triennial 
parliaments  was  of  little  more  than  twenty  years*  continuance. 

*  "  Lord  Bolingbroke  used  to  say  that  mentioned  by  Bolingbroke  himself,  in 

the   restraining   orders  to  the  duke  of  the   Letters  on    the  Study  of  History. 

Ormond  were  proposed  in  the  cabinet  Bolingbroke's  Works,  vol.  iv.  p.  129. — 

council,  in  the  queen's  presence,  by  the  1845.J 

earl  of  Oxford,  who  had  not  communi-         f  [**  Septennial  parliaments  were  at 

cated  his  intention  to  the  rest  of  the  mi-  first  a  direct  usurpation  of  the  rights  of 

nisters ;  and  that  lord  Bolingbroke  was  the  people ;  for  by  the  same  authoi-ity 

on  the  point  of  giving  his  opinion  against  that  one  parliament  prolonged  their  own 

it,  when  the  queen,  without  suffering  the  power  to  seven  years,  they  might  have 

matter  to  be  debated,  directed  these  or-  continued  it  to  twice  seyen,  or,  like  the 

ders  to  be  sent,  and  broke  up  the  council,  parliament  of  1641,  have  made  it  perpe- 

lliis  story  was  told  by  the  late  lord  Bo-  tual."     Priestley  on  Government,  1771, 

lingbroke  to  my  fitther.  '*     Note  by  lord  p.  20.     Similar  assertions  were  common, 

Hardwicke  on  Burnet.     (Oxf.  edit  vi.  grounded  on  the  ignorant  assumption 

119.)     The  noble  annotator  has  given  that  the  Septennial  Act  prolonged  the 

us  the  same  anecdote  in  the  Hardwicke  original  duration  of  parliament,  whereas 

State  Papers,  ii.  482.  ;  but  with  this  va-  it  in  fact  only  limited,  though  less  than 

riance,  that  lord  Bolingbroke  there  as-  the  Triennial   Act   which   it   repealed, 

cribes  the  orders  to  the  queen  herself,  the  old  prerogative  of  the  crown  to  keep 

though  he  conjectured  them  to  have  pro-  the  same  parliament  during  the  life  of 

cecded  from  lord  Oxford.     [This  fact  is  the  reigning  king.  —  1845.] 


Aii?iE,GEO.I.,GE0.IIJ    FROM    HENRY  VII.    TO    GEORGE  II.     399 

It  was  an  experiment,  which,  as  was  argued,  had  proved  un- 
successful ;  it  was  subject,  like  every  other  law,  to  be  repealed 
entirely,  or  to  be  modified  at  discretion.*  As  a  question  of 
constitutional  expediency,  the  septennial  bill  was  doubtless 
open  at  the  time  to  one  serious  objection.  Every  one  ad- 
mitted that  a  parliament  subsisting  indefinitely  during  a  king's 
life,  but  exposed  at  all  times  to  be  dissolved  at  his  pleasure, 
would  become  far  too  little  independent  of  the  people,  and  far 
too  much  so  upon  the  crown.  But,  if  the  period  of  its  con- 
tinuance should  thus  be  extended  from  three  to  seven  years, 
the  natural  course  of  encroachment,  or  some  momentous  cir- 
cumstances like  the  present,  might  lead  to  fresh  prolongations, 
and  gradually  to  an  entire  repeal  of  what  had  been  thought 
so  important  a  safeguard  of  its  purity.  Time  has  happily 
put  an  end  to  apprehensions,  which  are  not  on  that  account 
to  be  reckoned  unreasonable.t 

Many  attempts  have  been  made  to  obtain  a  return  to  trien- 
nial parliaments ;  the  most  considerable  of  which  was  in  1733, 
when  the  powerful  talents  of  Walpole  and  his  opponents  were 
arrayed  on  this  great  question.  It  has  been  less  debated  in 
modem  times  than  some  others  connected  with  parliamentary 
reformation.  So  long  indeed  as  the  sacred  duties  of  choos- 
ing the  representatives  of  a  free  nation  shall  be  perpetually 
disgraced  by  tumultuary  excess,  or,  what  is  far  worse,  by  gross 
corruption  and  ruinous  profusion,  (evils  which  no  effectual 
pains  are  taken  to  redress,  and  which  some  apparently  desire 
to  perpetuate,  were  it  only  to  throw  discredit  upon  the  popu- 
lar part  of  the  constitution,)  it  would  be  evidently  inexpe- 
dient to  curtail  the  present  duration  of  parliament.  But, 
even  independently  of  this  not  insuperable  objection,  it  may 
well  be  doubted  whether  triennial  elections  would  make  much 
perceptible  difference  in  the  course  of  government,  and  whe- 
ther that  difference  would  on  the  whole  be  beneficial.    It  will 

•  [The  whole  tory  party,  according  f  Pari.   Hist,  vii.  292.     The  appre- 

to   Bolingbroke,  had  become  avowedly  hension  that  parliament,  having  taken 

Jacobite  by  the  summer  of  1715.     He  this  step,  might  go  on  still  farther  to 

lays  this  as  far  as  he  can  on  the  im-  protract  its  own  duration,  was  not  quite 

peachments  of  himself  and  others.     But  idle.     We  find  from  Cox e*s  Memoirs  of 

though  these  measures  were  too  violent,  Walpole,  ii.  217.,  that  in   1720,  when 

and   calculated   to   exasperate  a  fallen  the  first  septennial  house  of  commons 

party,  we  have  abundant  proofs  of  the  in-  had  nearly  run   its  term,  there  was  a 

crease  of  jacobitism  in  the  preceding  year,  project  of  once  more  prolonging  its  life. 
—  1845.] 


400   CONSTITUTIONAL   HISTORY   OF  ENGLAND    [Chap.  XVL 

be  found,  I  believe,  on  a  retrospect  of  the  last  hundred  years, 
that  the  house  of  commons  would  have  acted,  in  the  main, 
on  the  same  principles,  had  the  elections  been  more  frequent ; 
and  certainly  the  effects  of  a  dissolution,  when  it  has  oc- 
curred in  the  regular  order,  have  seldom  been  very  important. 
It  is  also  to  be  considered,  whether  an  assembly  which  so 
much  takes  to  itself  the  character  of  a  deliberative  council  on 
all  matters  of  policy,  ought  to  follow  with  the  precision  of  a 
weather-glass  the  unstable  prejudices  of  the  multitude.  There 
are  many  who  look  too  exclusively  at  the  functions  of  parlia- 
ment, as  the  protector  of  civil  liberty  against  the  crown  ; 
functions,  it  is  true,  most  important,  yet  not  more  indispens- 
able than  those  of  steering  a  firm  course  in  domestic  and 
external  affairs,  with  a  circumspectness  and  providence  for 
the  future,  which  no  wholly  democratical  government  has 
ever  yet  displayed.  It  is  by  a  middle  position  between  an 
oligarchical  senate,  and  a  popular  assembly,  that  the  house  of 
commons  is  best  preserved  both  in  its  dignity  and  usefulness, 
subject  indeed  to  swerve  towards  either  character  by  that 
continual  variation  of  forces  which  act  upon  the  vast  machine 
of  our  commonwealth.  But  what  seems  more  important 
than  the  usual  term  of  duration,  is  that  this  should  be  per- 
mitted to  take  its  course,  except  in  cases  where  some  great 
change  of  national  policy  may  perhaps  justify  its  abridgement. 
The  crown  would  obtain  a  very  serious  advantage  over  the 
house  of  commons,  if  it  should  become  an  ordinary  thing  to 
dissolve  parliament  for  some  petty  ministerial  interest,  or  to 
avert  some  unpalatable  resolution.  Custom  appears  to  have 
established,  and  with  some  convenience,  the  substitution  of 
six  for  seven  years  as  the  natural  life  of  a  house  of  commons ; 
but  an  habitual  irregularity  in  this  respect  might  lead  in  time 
to  consequences  that  most  men  would  deprecate.  And  it 
may  here  be  permitted  to  express  a  hope  that  the  necessary 
dissolution  of  parliament  within  six  months  of  a  demise  of  the 
crown  will  not  long  be  thought  congenial  to  the  spirit  of 
our  modern  government. 

A  far  more  unanimous  sentence  has  been  pronounced  by 
Peerage  postcrity  upou  another  great  constitutional  question, 
***"•  that  arose  under  George  I.     Lord  Sunderland  per- 

suaded the  king  to  renounce  his  important  prerogative  of 
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making  peers ;  and*  a  bill  was  supported  by  the  ministry, 
limiting  the  house  of  lords,  after  the  creation  of  a  very  few 
more,  to  its  actual  numbers.    The  Scots  were  to  have  twenty- 
five  hereditary,  instead  of  sixteen  elective,  members  of  the 
house  ;  a  provision  neither  easily  reconciled  to  the  union,  nor 
required   by  the  general  tenor  of  the  bill.     This  measure 
was   carried  with   no  difficulty  through  the  upper   house> 
whose  interests  were  so  manifestly  concerned  in  it.     But  a 
similar  motive,  concurring  with  the  efforts  of  a  powerful 
malecontent  party,    caused  its  rejection  by  the  commons.* 
It  was  justly  thought  a  proof  of  the  king's  ignorance  or  in- 
difference in  every  thing  that  concerned  his  English  crowT), 
that  he  should  have  consented  to  so  momentous  a  sacrifice  : 
and    Sunderland  was  reproached  for   so  audacious  an   en- 
deavour to  strengthen  his  private  faction  at  the  expense  of 
the  fundamental  laws  of  the  monarchy.     Those  who  main- 
tained the  expediency  of  limiting  the  peerage,  had  recourse 
to  uncertain  theories  as  to  the  ancient  constitution,  and  de- 
nied this  prerogative  to  have  been  originally  vested  in  the 
crown.     A  more  plausible  argument  was  derived  from  the 
abuse,    as  it  was  then  generally  accounted,  of  creating  at 
once  twelve  peers  in  the  late  reign,  for  the  sole  end  of  esta- 
blishing a  majority  for  the  court;  a  resource  which  would 
be  always  at  the  command  of  successive  factions,  till  the 
British   nobility  might   become  as  numerous  and  venal  as 
that  of  some  European  states.     It  was  argued  that  there  was- 
a  fallacy  in  concluding  the  collective  power  of  the  house  of 
lords  to  be  augmented  by  its  limitation,  though  every  single 
peer  would  evidently  become  of  more  weight  in  the  king- 
dom ;  that  the  wealth  of  the  whole  body  must  bear  a  less 
proportion  to  that  of  the  nation,  and  would  possibly  not  ex- 
ceed that  of  the  lower  house,  while  on  the  other  hand  it 
might  be  indefinitely  multiplied  by  fresh  creations  ;  that  the 
crown  would  lose  one  great  engine  of  corrupt  influence  over 
the  commons,  which  could  never  be  truly  independent,  while 
its  principal  members  were  looking  on  it  as  a  stepping-stone 
to  hereditary  honours,  t 

•  Pari.  Hist.  vii.  589.  by  the  author  of  a  tract,  entitled   Six 

f  The   arguments-  on    this    side   are     Questions  Stated  and  Answered, 
urged  by  Addison,  in  the  Old  Whig ;  and 

VOL.  II.  D  D 
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Though  these  reasonings  however  are  not  destitute  of  con- 
siderable weight,  and  the  unlimited  prerogative  of  augment^ 
ing  the  peerage  is  liable  to  such  abuses,  at  least  in  theory,  as 
might  overthrow  our  form  of  government;  while,  in  the 
opinion  of  some,  whether  erroneous  or  not,  it  has  actually 
been  exerted  with  too  little  discretion,  the  arguments  against 
any  legal  limitation  seem  more  decisive.  The  crown  has 
been  carefully  restrained  by  statutes,  and  by  the  responsibi- 
lity of  its  advisers ;  the  commons,  if  they  transgress  their 
boundaries,  are  annihilated  by  a  proclamation ;  but  against  the 
ambition,  or  what  is  much  more  likely,  the  perverse  haughti- 
ness of  the  aristocracy,  the  constitution  has  not  furnished 
such  direct  securities.  And,  as  this  would  be  prodigiously 
enhanced  by  a  consciousness  of  their  power,  and  by  a  sense  of 
self-importance  which  every  peer  would  derive  from  it  afiier  the 
limitation  of  their  numbers,  it  might  break  out  in  pretensions 
very  galling  to  the  people,  and  in  an  oppressive  extension  ci 
privileges  which  were  aJready  sufficiently  obnoxious  and  arbi- 
trary. It  is  true  that  the  resource  of  subduing  an  aristocratical 
faction  by  the  creation  of  new  peers  could  never  be  constitu- 
tionally employed,  except  in  the  case  of  a  nearly  equal  balance ; 
but  it  might  usefully  hang  over  the  heads  of  the  whole 
body,  and  deter  them  from  any  gross  excesses  of  faction  or 
oligarchical  spirit.  The  nature  of  our  government  requires  a 
general  harmony  between  the  two  houses  of  parliament ;  and 
indeed  any  systematic  opposition  between  them  would  of 
necessity  bring  on  the  subordination  of  one  to  the  other  in 
too  marked  a  manner ;  nor  had  there  been  wanting  within 
the  memory  of  man,  several  instances  of  such  jealous  and 
even  hostile  sentiments  as  could  only  be  allayed  by  the  incon- 
venient remedies  of  a  prorogation  or  a  dissolution.  These 
animosities  were  likely  to  revive  with  more  bitterness,  when 
the  country  gentlemen  and  leaders  of  the  commons  should 
come  to  look  on  the  nobility  as  a  class  into  which  they  could 
not  enter,  and  the  latter  should  forget  more  and  more,  in  their 
inaccessible  dignity,  the  near  approach  of  that  gentry  to 
themselves  in  respectability  of  birth  and  extent  of  posses- 
sions.* 

*  The  speeches  of  Walpole  and  others,     the  whole  force  of  the  arguments  against 
in  the  Parliamentary  Debates,  contain     the  peerage  bill.    Steele,  in  the  Plebeian, 
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These  innovations  on  the  part  of  the  new  government  were 
maintained  on  the  score  of  its  unsettled  state,  and  want  of 
hold  on  the  national  sentiment.  It  may  seem  a  reproach  to 
the  house  of  Hanover  that,  connected  as  it  ought  to  have  been 
with  the  names  most  dear  to  English  hearts,  the  protestant 
religion  and  civil  liberty,  it  should  have  been  driven  to  try 
the  resources  of  tyranny,  and  to  demand  more  authority,  to 
exercise  more  control,  than  had  been  necessary  for  the  worst 
of  their  predecessors.  Much  of  this  disaffection  was  owing 
to  the  cold  reserve  of  George  I.,  ignorant  of  the  language, 
alien  from  the  prejudices  of  his  people,  and  continually  absent 
in  his  electoral  dominions,  to  which  he  seemed  to  sacrifice  the 
nation's  interest  and  the  security  of  his  own  crown.  It  is 
certain  that  the  acquisition  of  the  duchies  of  Bremen  and 
Verden  for  Hanover  in  I7I6*  exposed  Great  Britain  to  a 
very  serious  danger,  by  provoking  the  king  of  Sweden  to  join 
in  a  league  for  the  restoration  of  the  Pretender.t  It  might 
have  been  impossible  (such  was  the  precariousness  of  our  re- 
volution settlement),  to  have  made  the  abdication  of  the  elec- 
torate a  condition  of  the  house  of  Brunswic's  succession  ;  but 
the  consequences  of  that  connexion,  though  much  exaggerated 


opposed  his  old  friend  and  co-adjutor,  f  The  letter's  in  Coxe's  Memoirs  of 

Addison,  who  has  been  thought  by  John-  Walpole,  vol.  ii.   abundantly  show  the 

son  to  have  forgotten  a  little  in  party  and  German  nationality,  the   impolicy  and 

controyersy  their  ancient  friendship.  neglect  of  his  duties,  the   rapacity  and 

Lord  Sunderland  held  out,  by  way  of  petty   selfishness    of    George   I.      The 

inducements  to  the  bill,  that  the  lords  whigs  were  much  dissatisfied ;  but  fear  of 

would  part  with  scandalum  magnatum,  losing  their  places  made  them  his  slaves. 

and  permit  the  conunons  to  administer  Nothing  can  be  more  demonstrable  than 

an  oath ;  and  that  the  king  would  give  that  the  king's  character  was  the  main 

up  the  prerogative  of  pardoning  ^ter  cause  of  preserving  jacobitism,  as  that  of 

an  impeachment.      Coxe*s  Walpole,  ii.  his  competitor  was  of  weakening  it 

]  73.     Mere  trifles,  in  comparison  with  The  habeas  corpus  was  several  times 

the  innovations  projected.  suspended  in  this  reign,  as  it  had  been  in 

*  [These  duchies  had  been  conquered  that  of  William.     Though  the  perpetual 

from  Sweden  by  Denmark,  who  ceded  conspiracies  of  the  jacohites  afforded  a 

them  to  George  I.,  as  elector  of  Hanover,  sufficient  apology  for  this  measure,  it 

though  they  had  never  been  resigned  by  was  invidiously  held  up  as  inconsistent 

Charles  XII.  This  is  not  consonant  to  the  with  a  government  which   professed  to 

usage  of  nations,  and  at  least  was  an  act  stand  on  the  principles  of  liberty.     Pari. 

of  hostility  in  George  I.  against  a  power  Hist.  v.  153.  267.  604.;   vii.  276.  ;  viii. 

who  had  not  injured  him.    Yet  Town»-  38.     But  some  of  these  suspensions  were 

bend  affected  to  defend  it,  as  beneficial  too  long,  especially  the  last,  from  Octo- 

to  English  interests ;  though  the  contrary  her  1722  to  October  1723.     Sir  Joseph 

is  most  evident,  as  it  provoked  Charles  Jekyll,  with  his  usual  zeal  for  liberty, 

to  espouse  the  Pretender's  cause.    Coxe's  moved  to  reduce  the  time  to  six  months. 
'Walpole,  vol.  i.  p.  87.  — 1845.] 
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by  the  factious  and  disaffected,  were  in  various  manners 
detrimental  to  English  interests  during  these  two  reigns ;  and 
not  the  least,  in  that  they  estranged  the  affections  of  the 
people  from  sovereigns  whom  they  regarded  as  still  foreign.* 
The  tory  and  Jacobite  factions,  as  I  have  observed,  were 
powerful  in  the  church.  This  had  been  the  case 
amonKihe  cvcr  siucc  thc  revolutiou.  Ihe  avowed  non-jurors 
were  busy  with  the  press  ;  and  poured  forth,  espe- 
cially during  the  encouragement  they  received  in  part  of 
Anne's  reign,  a  multitude  of  pamphlets,  sometimes  argumen- 
tative, more  often  virulently  libellous.  Their  idle  cry  that 
the  church  was  in  danger,  which  both  houses  in  1704  thought 
fit  to  deny  by  a  formal  vote,  alarmed  a  senseless  multitude. 
Those  who  took  the  oaths  were  frequently  known  partisans 
of  the  exiled  family ;  and  those  who  affected  to  disclaim  that 
cause,  defended  the  new  settlement  with  such  timid  or  faith- 
less arms  as  served  only  to  give  a  triumph  to  the  adversary.t 
About  the  end  of  William's  reign  grew  up  the  distinction  of 
high  and  low  churchmen ;  the  first  distinguished  by  great 
pretensions  to  sacerdotal  power,  both  spiritual  and  temporal, 
by  a  repugnance  to  toleration,  and  by  a  firm  adherence  to  the 
tory  principle  in  the  state ;  the  latter  by  the  opposite  charac- 
teristics. These  were  pitched  against  each  other  in  the  two 
houses  of  convocation,  an  assembly  which  virtually  ceased  to 
exist  under  George  I. 

The  convocation  of  the  province  of  Canterbury  (for  that  of 
conTocatioti.  York  sccms  never  to  have  been  important)  is  sum- 
moned by  the  archbishop's  writ,  under  the  king's 
direction,  along  with  every  parliament,  to  which  it  bears  ana- 

*^  [Tile  regent  duke  of  Orleans  not  allied  himself  to  England,  a  remnnnt  of 
only  assisted  the  Pretender  in  his  invasion  the  policy  of  1715.  But  Sunderland 
of  Scotland  in  1715,  but  was  concerned  and  Stanhope,  though  too  obsequious  to 
in  the  scheme  of  Charles  XII.  to  restore  their  master's  German  vieirs,  had  the 
him  by  arms  in  the  next  year,  as  appears  merit  of  bringing  over  Dubois  to  a  steady 
by  a  despatch  from  the  Baron  dc  Bescn-  regard  for  the  house  of  Hanover,  which 
val,  French  envoy  at  Warsaw,  dated  influenced  the  court  of  Versailles  fot 
Feb.  2.  1716,  which  is  printed  from  the  many  years.  —  1845.] 
Dcpdc  des  Affaires  Etrang^rcs,  in  M^m.  f  [Tlie  practice  of  using  a  collect  be^ 
de  Bescnval  (his  descendant),  vol.  i.  p.  fore  the  sermon,  instead  of  the  form  pre- 
102.  So  much  was  Voltaire  mistaken  in  scribed  by  the  55th  canon,  seems  to  have 
his  assertion  that  the  Regent,  having  dis-  originated  with  the  Jacobite  clergy,  to 
covered  this  intrigue  through  his  spies,  avoid  praying  for  the  king.  It  is  pro- 
communicated  it  to  George  I.  It  was  hibited  by  a  royal  proclamation  of  Decu 
his  own  plot,  though  he  soon  afterwards  11.  1714.     Hist.  Ileg.  i.  78.  —  1845.] 
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logy  both  in  its  constituent  parts  and  in  its  primary  functions. 
It  consists  (since  the  reformation)  of  the  suffragan  bishops, 
forming  the  upper  house  ;  of  the  deans,  archdeacons,  a  proc- 
tor or  proxy  for  each  chapter,  and  two  from  each  diocese, 
elected  by  the  parochial  clergy,  who  together  constitute  the 
lower  house.  In  this  assembly  subsidies  were  granted,  and 
ecclesiastical  canons  enacted.  In  a  few  instances  under 
Henry  VIII.  and  Elizabeth,  they  were  consulted  as  to  mo- 
mentous questions  affecting  the  national  religion ;  the  supre- 
macy of  the  former  was  approved  in  1533,  the  articles  of 
faith  were  confirmed  in  1562,  by  the  convocation.  But 
their  power  to  enact  fresh  canons  without  the  king's  licence, 
was  expressly  taken  away  by  a  statute  of  Henry  VIII. ;  and 
even  subject  to  this  condition,  is  limited  by  several  later  acts 
of  parliament,  (such  as  the  acts  of  the  uniformity  under 
Elizabeth  and  Charles  II.,  that  confirming,  and  therefore  ren- 
dering unalterable,  the  thirty-nine  articles,  those  relating  to 
non-residence  and  other  church  matters,)  and  still  more 
perhaps  by  the  doctrine  gradually  established  in  Westminster 
Hall,  that  new  ecclesiastical  canons  are  not  binding  on  the 
laity,  so  greatly  that  it  will  ever  be  impossible  to  exercise  it 
in  any  effectual  manner.  The  convocation  accordingly,  with 
the  exception  of  1603,  when  they  established  some  regula- 
tions, and  of  1640  (an  unfortunate  precedent),  when  they 
attempted  some  more,  had  little  business  but  to  grant  subsi- 
dies, which  however  were  from  the  time  of  Henry  VIII. 
always  confirmed  by  an  act  of  parliament ;  an  intimation,  no 
doubt,  that  the  legislature  did  not  wholly  acquiesce  in  their 
power  even  of  binding  the  clergy  in  a  matter  of  property. 
This  practice  of  ecclesiastical  taxation  was  discontinued  in 
1664  ;  at  a  time  when  the  authority  and  pre-eminence  of  the 
church  stood  very  high,  so  that  it  could  not  then  have  seemed 
the  abandonment  of  an  important  privilege.  From  this  time 
the  clergy  have  been  taxed  at  the  same  rate  and  in  the  same 
manner  with  the  laity.* 

*  Pari.  Hist.  iv.  SIO.     '*  It  was  first  act  of  any  kind  relating  to  it  was  an  act 

settled  by  a  Tcrbal  agreement  between  of  parliament   in    1665,   by  which  the 

archbisliop  Sheldon  and  the  lord  chan-  clergy  were,  in  common  with  the  laity 

ccllor  Clarendon,  and  tacitly  given  into  charged  with  the  tax  given  in  that  act* 

by  the  clergy  in  general  as  a  great  ease  and  were  discharged  from  the  payment 

to  them  in  taxations.     The  first  public  of  the  subsidies  they  bad  granted  before 
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It  was  the  natural  consequence  of  this  cessation  of  all  busi- 
ness,  that  the  convocation,  after  a  few  formalities,  either 
adjourned  itself  or  was  prorogued  by  a  royal  writ ;  nor  had 
it  ever,  with  the  few  exceptions  above  noticed,  sat  for  more 
than  a  few  days,  till  its  supply  could  be  voted.  But,  about 
the  time  of  the  revolution,  the  party  most  adverse  to  the  new 
order  sedulously  propagated  a  doctrine  that  the  convocation 
ought  to  be  advised  with  upon  all  questions  affecting  the 


in  conTocation ;  but  in  this  act  of  parlia-  to  fall  on  tbem,  from  which  thej  could 
ment  of  1665  there  is  an  express  saving  have  been  exempt,  by  retaining  the  right 
of  the  right  of  the  clergy  to  tax  them*  of  convocation.  They  have  not  been 
selves  in  convocation,  if  they  think  fit ;  losers  in  any  manner  by  the  alteration, 
but  that  has  been  never  done  since,  nor  The  position  of  speaker  Onslow,  that  the 
attempted,  as  I  know  of,  and  the  clergy  clergy  have  enjoyed  the  privilege  of 
have  been  constantly  from  that  time  voting  at  county  elections  in  virtue  of 
charged  with  the  laity  in  all  public  aids  their  ecclesiastical  freeholds,  only  since 
to  the  crown  by  the  house  of  commons,  their  separate  taxation  has  been  discon- 
In  consequence  of  this  (but  from  what  tinned,  may  be  questioned:  proo&  of  its 
period  I  cannot  say),  without  the  inter-  exercise,  as  ikr  as  I  remember,  can  be 
ventton  of  any  particular  law  for  it,  traced  higher.  In  a  conference  between 
except  what  I  shall  mention  presently,  the  two  bouses  of  parliament  in  1671, 
the  clergy  (who  are  not  lords  of  parlia-  on  the  subject  of  the  lords'  right  to  aUer 
mcnt),  have  assumed,  and  without  any  a  money  bill,  it  is  said  **  the  clergy  have  a 
objection  enjoyed,  the  privilege  of  voting  right  to  tax  themselves,  and  it  is  part  of 
in  the  election  of  members  of  the  house  the  privilege  of  their  estate.  Doth  the 
of  commons,  in  virtue  of  their  ecclesias-  upper  convocation  house  alter  what  the 
tical  freeholds.  This  has  constantly  been  lower  grant  ?  Or  do  the  lords  or  eom- 
practised  from  the  time  it  first  began ;  mons  ever  abate  any  part  of  their  gift  ? 
there  are  two  acts  of  parliament  which  Yet  they  have  a  power  to  reject  the 
suppose  it  to  be  now  a  right.  The  acts  whole.  But,  if  abatement  should  be 
are  10  Anne,  c.  23.;  18  Geo.  II.  c.  18.  made,  it  would  insensibly  go  to  a  raia- 
Gibson,  bishop  of  London,  said  to  me,  ing,  and  deprive  the  clergy  of  their  an- 
that  this  (the  taxation  of  the  clergy  out  cient  right  to  tax  themselves.*'  Hatsdl's 
of  convocation)  was  the  greatest  altera-  Precedents,  iii.  390l  Thus  we  perceive 
tion  in  the  constitution  ever  made  with-  that  the  change  alleged  to  have  taken 
out  an  express  law."  Speaker  Onslow's  place  in  1665  was  only  Jc/fc<o,  and  that 
note  on  Burnet  (Oxf.  edit.  iv.  508.)  the  ancient  practice  of  taxation  by  the 
[In  respect  to  this  taxation  of  the  convocation  was  not  understood  to  be 
clergy  by  parliament,  and  not  by  convo-  abrogated.  The  essential  change  was 
cation,  it  is  to  be  remembered,  that  by  made  by  the  introduction  of  new  me^ 
far  the  greater  part  of  modem  taxes,  being  thods  of  raising  money.  In  1665,  the 
indirect,  must  necessarily  fall  on  them  in  sum  of  2,477,00021  was  granted,  to  be 
common  with  the  laity.  The  convoca^  raised  in  three  years,  by  an  assessment  in 
tion,  like  the  parliament,  were  wont  to  each  county,  on  real  and  personal  pro- 
grant  tenths  and  fifteenths  at  fixed  rates,  perty  of  all  kinds ;  but  the  old  rates  of 
supposed  to  arise  from  movable  property,  subsidy  are  not  mentioned  in  this  or  in 
These  being  wholly  disused  from  1 665  any  later  tax-bill.  Probably  the  arrange- 
indusive,  other  modes  of  taxation  have  ment  with  archbishop  Sheldon  was 
supplied  their  place.  But  the  clergy  are  fisunded  on  the  practical  diflSculty  of  as- 
charged  to  the  land-tax  for  their  bene-  certaining  the  proportion  which  the 
fices,  and  to  the  window-tax  for  their  grant  of  the  clergy  ought  to  bear  to  the 
parsonages ;  as  well  as  to  occasional  whole  in  the  new  mode  of  assessment, 
income-uxcs.  Exclusive  ofthese,  it  does  See  Statutes  of  the  Realm,  16  &  17 
not  appear  that  any  imposts  can  be  said  Car.  II.  c.  1. — 1845.] 
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church,  and  ought  even  to  watch  over  its  interests  as  the 
parliament  did  over  those  of  the  kingdom.*  The  commons 
had  so  far  encouraged  this  faction  as  to  refer  to  the  convo- 
cation the  great  question  of  a  reform  in  the  liturgy  for  the 
sake  of  comprehension,  as  has  been  mentioned  in  the  last 
chapter  ;  and  thus  put  a  stop  to  the  king's  design.  It  was 
not  suffered  to  sit  much  during  the  rest  of  that  reign,  to  the 
great  discontent  of  its  ambitious  leaders.  The  most  celebrated 
of  these,  Atterbury,  published  a  book,  entitled  the  Rights  and 
Privileges  of  an  English  Convocation,  in  answer  to  one  by 
Wake,  afterwards  archbishop  of  Canterbury.  The  specious- 
ness  of  the  former,  sprinkled  with  competent  learning  on  the 
subject,  a  graceful  style,  and  an  artful  employment  of  topics, 
might  easily  delude,  at  least  the  willing  reader.  Nothing 
indeed  could,  on  reflection,  appear  more  inconclusive  than 
Atterbury's  arguments.  Were  we  even  to  admit  the  perfect 
analogy  of  a  convocation  to  a  parliament,  it  could  not  be 
doubted  that  the  king  may,  legally  speaking,  prorogue  the 
latter  at  his  pleasure ;  and  that,  if  neither  money  were  re- 
quired to  be  granted  nor  laws  to  be  enacted,  a  session  would 
be  very  short.  The  church  had  by  prescription  a  it,  encroach- 
right  to  be  summoned  in  convocation ;  but  no  pre-  "®"'** 
scription  could  be  set  up  for  its  longer  continuance  than  the 
crown  thought  expedient ;  and  it  was  too  much  to  expect 
that  William  III.  was  to  gratify  his  half-avowed  enemies  with 
a  privilege  of  remonstrance  and  interposition  they  had  never 
enjoyed.  In  the  year  I7OI  the  lower  house  of  convocation 
pretended  to  a  right  of  adjourning  to  a  different  day  from  that 
fixed  by  the  upper,  and  consequently  of  holding  separate  ses- 
sions. They  set  up  other  unprecedented  claims  to  indepen- 
dence, which  were  checked  by  a  prorogation.t     Their  aim 


*  The  6rst  authority  I  have  observed  of   dissatisfaction    on    the   part  of  the 

for  this  pretension  is  an  address  of  the  bishops,  who  must  be  presumed  to  have 

bouse  of  lords,  Nov.  19.   1675,  to  the  set  forward  these  addresses,  at  the  virtual 

throne,  for  the  frequent  meeting  of  the  annihilation  of  their  synod,  which  natu- 

convocation,  and  that  they  do  make  to  rally  followed  from  its  relinquishment  of 

the  king  such  representations  as  may  be  self-taxation. 

for  the  safety  of  the  religion  established.  f  Kennet,  799.  842.      Burnet,  280. 

Lords*  Journals.     This  address  was  re-  This  assembly  had  been  suffered  to  sit, 

newed  February  22.  1677.     But  what  probably,    in    consequence   of  the  tory 

took  place  in  consequence  I  am  not  ap-  maxims  which  the  ministry  of  that  year 

prised.     It  shows  however  some  degree  professed. 
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was  in  all  respects  to  assimilate  themselves  to  the  house  of 
commons,  and  thus  both  to  set  up  the  convocation  itself  as  an 
assembly  collateral  to  parliament,  and  in  the  main  independent 
of  it,  and  to  maintain  their  co-ordinate  power  and  equality  in 
synodical  dignity  to  the  prelates'  house.  The  succeeding 
reign  however  began  under  tory  auspices ;  and  the  convo- 
cation was  in  more  activity  for  some  years  than  at  any  former 
])eriod.  The  lower  house  of  that  assembly  still  distinguished 
itself  by  the  most  factious  spirit,  and  especially  by  insolence 
towards  the  bishops,  who  passed  in  general  for  whigs,  and 
whom,  while  pretending  to  assert  the  divine  rights  of  episoo- 
])acy,  they  laboured  to  deprive  of  that  pre-eminence  in  the 
Anglican  synod  which  the  ecclesiastical  constitution  of  die 
l<ingdom  had  bestowed  on  them.*  None  was  more  prominent 
in  their  debates  than  Atterbury  himself,  whom,  in  the  zenith 
of  tory  influence,  at  the  close  of  her  reign,  the  queen  reluc- 
tantly promoted  to  the  see  of  Rochester. 

The  new  government  at  first  permitted  the  convocation  to 
hold  its  sittings.  But  they  soon  excited  a  flame  which 
consumed  themselves  by  an  attack  on  Hoadley,  bishop 
of  Bangor,  who  had  preached  a  sermon  abounding  with  those 
principles  concerning  religious  liberty,  of  which  he  had  long 
been  the  courageous  and  powerful  assertor.t  The  lower 
liouse  of  convocation  thought  fit  to  denounce,  through  the 
r(>port  of  a  committee,  the  dangerous  tenets  of  this  discourse, 
and  of  a  work  not  long  before  published  by  the  bishop. 
A  long  and  celebrated  war  of  pens  instantly  commenced, 
known  by  the  name  of  the  Bangorian  controversy ;  managed, 
p(M'lm[)s  on  both  sides,  with  all  the  chicanery  of  polemical 
Avriters,  and  disgusting  both  from  its  tediousness,  and  from 
tlie  manifest  unwillingness  of  the  disputants  to  speak  ingenu- 
ously what  they  meant,  t     But,  as  the  principles  of  Hoadley 

*  Wilkin8*8  Concilia,  it.  Burnet,  p&s-  church,  expressed  in  the  first  and  second 

slin.     Boycr*8  Life  of  Queen  Anne,  225.  parts  of  the  homily  against  disobedience 

Soincrville,  82.  124.  and  wilful  rebellion.*'  Wilkins,  iv.  6.S4. 

f  The  lower  house  of  convocation,  in         |  These  qualities  are  so  apparent,  that 

the  lute  reign,  among  their  other  vaga-  aAer  turning  over  some  fortj  or   fifty 

I  Ics,  had  requested  "  that  some  synodical  tracts,  and  consuming  a  good  many  hours 

notice  might  be  taken  of  the  dishonour  on  the  Bangorian  controversy,  I  should 

done  to  the  church  by  a  sermon  preached  find  some  difficulty  in  stating  with  preci- 

by  Mr.  Benjamin  Hoadley,  at  St.  Law-  sion  the  propositions  in  dispute.     It  is 

jcncc  Jewry,  Sept.  29.  1705,  containing  however  evident  that  a  dislike,  not  pcr- 

)tusItions  contrary  to  the  doctrine  of  the  haps  exactly  to  the  house  of  BruDswic, 
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and  his  advocates  appeared,  in  the  main,  little  else  than  those 
of  protestantism  and  toleration,  the  sentence  of  the  laity,  in 
the  temper  that  was  then  gaining  ground  as  to  ecclesiastical 
subjects,  was  soon  pronounced  in  tlieir  favour  ;  and  the  high- 
church  party  discredited  themselves  by  an  opposition  to  what 
now  pass  for  the  incontrovertible  truisms  of  religious  liberty. 
In  the  ferment  of  that  age,  it  was  expedient  for  the  state  to 
scatter  a  little  dust  over  the  angry  insects  ;  the  con- 

.•  1*1  1  *      t  urn^t  p^  11  Convocation 

vocation  was  accordmgly  prorogued  m  lyl/j  and  has  no  longer 
never  again  sat  for  any  business.*  Those  who  are 
imbued  with  high  notions  of  sacerdotal  power  have  sometimes 
deplored  this  extinction  of  the  Anglican  great  council ;  and 
though  its  necessity,  as  I  have  already  observed,  cannot  pos- 
sibly be  defended  as  an  ancient  part  of  the  constitution,  there 
are  not  wanting  specious  arguments  for  the  expediency  of 
such  a  synod.  It  might  be  urged  that  the  church,  considered 
only  as  an  integral  member  of  the  commonwealth,  and  the 
greatest  corporation  within  it,  might  justly  claim  that  right 
of  managing  its  own  affairs  which  belongs  to  every  other 
association  ;  that  the  argument  from  abuse  is  not  sufficient, 
and  is  rejected  with  indignation  when  applied,  as  historically 
it  might  be,  to  representative  governments  and  to  civil  liberty ; 
that  in  the  present  state  of  things,  no  reformation  even  of 
secondary  importance  can  be  effected  without  difficulty,  nor 
any  looked  for  in  greater  matters,  both  from  the  indifference 


but  to  the  tenor  of  George  I/s  adminis*  though  denying  all  church  authority  to 

tration,  and  to  Hoadley  himself,  as  an  oblige  any  one  to  external  communion, 

eminent  advocate  fur  it,  who  had  been  or  to  pass  any  sentence  which  should  de- 

rewarded  accordingly,  was  at  the  bottom  termine  the  condition  of  men  with  re- 

a  leading  motive  with  most  of  the  church  spect  to  the  favour  or  displeasure  of  God. 

party  ;   some   of  whom,  such  as  Hare,  Hoadley's  Works,  ii.  465.  493.     Another 

though  originally  of  a  whig  connexion,  great  question  in  this  controversy  was 

might  have  had  disappointments  to  exas-  that  of  religious  liberty,  as  a  civil  right, 

perate  them.  which  the  convocation  explicitly  denied. 

There  was  nothing  whatever  in  Hoad-  And  another  related  to  the  much  debated 

ley's  sermon  injurious  to  tlie  established  exercise  of  private  judgment  in  religion, 

endowments  and  privileges,   nor  to  the  which,  as  one  party  meant  virtually  to 

discipline  and  government,  of  the  En-  take  away,  so  the  other  perhaps  unrea- 

glish  church,  even  in  theory.  If  this  had  sonably   exaggerated.     Some  other  dis- 

been  the  case,  he  might  be  reproached  putes  arose  in  the  course  of  the  combat, 

with  some  inconsistency  in  becoming  so  particularly  the  delicate  problem  of  the 

large  a  partaker  of  her  honours  and  emo-  value  of  sincerity  as  a  plea  for  material 

laments.     He  even  admitted  the  useful-  errors, 
licss  of  censures  for  open  immoralities,         *  Tindal,  539. 
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of  the  legislature,  and  the  reluctance  of  the  clergy  to  admit 
its  interpositicp. 

It  is  answered  to  these  suggestions,  that  we  must  take 
experience  when  we  possess  it,  rather  than  analogy,  for  our 
guide  ;  that  ecclesiastical  assemblies  have  in  all  ages  and 
countries  been  mischievous,  where  they  have  been  powerful, 
which  that  of  our  wealthy  and  numerous  clergy  must  alwa]^ 
be  ;  that  if,  notwithstanding,  the  convocation  could  be  broug'ht 
under  the  management  of  the  state  (which  by  the  nature  of 
its  component  parts  might  seem  not  unlikely),  it  must  lead 
to  the  promotion  of  servile  men,  and  the  exclusion  of  merit 
still  more  than  at  present ;  that  the  severe  remark  of  Claren* 
don,  who  observes  that  of  all  mankind  none  form  so  bad  an 
estimate  of  human  affairs  as  churchmen,  is  abundantly  con- 
firmed by  experience ;  that  the  representation  of  the  church 
in  the  house  of  lords  is  sufficient  for  the  protection  of  its 
interests ;  that  the  clergy  have  an  influence  which  no  other 
corporation  enjoys  over  die  bulk  of  the  nation,  and  may  abuse 
it  for  the  purposes  of  undue  ascendancy,  unjust  restraint, 
or  factious  ambition ;  that  the  hope  of  any  real  good  in  re- 
formation of  the  church  by  its  own  assemblies,  to  whatever 
sort  of  reform  we  may  look,  is  utterly  chimerical ;  finally, 
that  as  the  laws  now  stand,  which  few  would  incline  to  alter, 
the  ratification  of  parliament  must  be  indispensable  for  any 
material  change.  It  seems  to  admit  of  no  doubt  that  these 
reasonings  ought  much  to  outweigh  those  on  the  opposite  side. 

In  the  last  four  years  of  the  queen's  reign,  some  inroads 
had  been  made  on  the  toleration  granted  to  dissenters, 
menu  of  the  whom  the  high-church  party  held  in  abhorrence. 
lututei  They  had  for  a  long  time  inveighed  against  what 
was  called  occasional  conformity,  or  the  compliance 
of  dissenters  with  the  provisions  of  the  test  act  in  order 
merely  to  qualify  themselves  for  holding  office,  or  entering 
into  corporations.  Nothing  could,  in  the  eyes  of  sensible 
men,  be  more  advantageous  to  the  church,  if  a  re-union  of 
those  who  had  separated  from  it  were  advantageous,  than 
this  practice.  Admitting  even  that  the  motive  was  self- 
interested,  has  an  established  government,  in  church  or  state, 
any  better  ally  than  the  self-interestedness  of  mankind  ?  Was 
it  not  what  a  presbyterian  or  independent  minister  would  de- 
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nounce  as  a  base  and  worldly  sacrifice  ?  and  if  so,  was  not 
the  interest  of  the  Anglican  clergy  exactly  in  an  inverse  pro- 
portion to  this  ?  Any  one  competent  to  judge  of  human 
afiairs  would  predict,  what  has  turned  out  to  be  the  case,  that 
when  the  barrier  was  once  taken  down  for  the  sake  of  con- 
venience, it  would  not  be  raised  again  for  conscience ;  that 
the  most  latitudinarian  theory,  the  most  lukewarm  dispositions 
in  religion,  must  be  prodigiously  favourable  to  the  reigning 
sect;  and  that  the  dissenting  clergy,  though  they  might 
retain,  or  even  extend,  their  influence  over  the  multitude, 
would  gradually  lose  it  with  those  classes  who  could  be  affected 
by  the  test.  But,  even  if  the  tory  faction  had  been  cool- 
headed  enough  for  such  reflections,  it  has,  unfortunately,  been 
sometimes  less  the  aim  of  the  clergy  to  reconcile  those  who 
differ  from  them  than  to  keep  them  in  a  state  of  dishonour 
and  depression.  Hence,  in  the  first  parliament  of  Anne,  a 
bill  to  prevent  occasional  conformity  more  than  once  passed 
the  commons  ;  and,  on  its  being  rejected  by  the  lords,  a  great 
majority  of  William's  bishops  voting  against  the  measure,  an 
attempt  was  made  to  send  it  up  again  in  a  very  reprehensible 
manner,  tacked,  as  it  was  called,  to  a  grant  of  money ;  so  that, 
according  to  the  pretension  of  the  commons  in  respect  to 
such  bills,  the  upper  house  must  either  refuse  the  supply,  or 
consent  to  what  they  disapproved.*  This  however  having 
miscarried,  and  the  next  parliament  being  of  better  principles, 
nothing  farther  was  done  till  171 1>  when  lord  Nottingham, 
a  vehement  high-churchman,  having  united  with  the  whigs 
against  the  treaty  of  peace,  they  were  injudicious  enough  to 
gratify  him  by  concurring  in  a  bill  to  prevent  occasional  con- 
formity.! This  was  followed  up  by  the  ministry  in  a  more 
decisive  attack  on  the  toleration,  an  act  for  preventing  the 
growth  of  schism,  which  extended  and  confirmed  one  of 
Charles  XL,  enforcing  on  all  schoolmasters,  and  even  on  all 
teachers  in  private  families,  a  declaration  of  confonnity  to  the 
established  church,  to  be  made  before  the  bishop,  from  whom 
a  licence  for  exercising  that  profession  was  also  to  be  ob- 
tained, t     It  is  impossible  to  doubt  for  an  instant,  that  if  the 

*  Pari.  Hist  vi.  362.  The  schism  act,  according  to  Lockhart, 

f  10  Anne,  c.  2.  was  promoted  by  Bolingbroke,  in  order 

^12  Anne,  c.  7.   Pari.  Hist  vi.  1349.    to  gratify  the  high  tories^and  to  put  lord 
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queen's  life  had  preserved  the  tory  government  for  a  few 
years,  every  vestige  of  the  toleration  would  have  been  ef- 
faced. 

These  statutes,  records  of  their  adversaries'  power,  the 
whigs,  now  lords  of  the  ascendant,  determined  to  abrogate. 
The  dissenters  were  unanimously  zealous  for  the  house  of 
Hanover  and  for  the  ministry ;  the  church  of  Very  doubtful 

loyalty  to  the  crown,  and  still  less  affection  to  the 
th^wM  ^^    whig  name.    In  the  session  of  1719>  accordingly,  the 

act  against  occasional  conformity,  and  that  restrain- 
ing education,  were  repealed.  *  It  had  been  the  intention  to 
have  also  repealed  the  test  act ;  but  the  disunion  then  prevail- 
ing among  the  whigs  had  caused  so  formidable  an  opposition 
even  to  the  former  measures,  that  it  was  found  necessary  to 
abandon  that  project.  Walpole,  more  cautious  and  moderate 
than  the  ministry  of  1719>  perceived  the  advantage  of  recon- 
ciling the  church  as  far  as  possible  to  the  royal  family  and  to 
his  own  government ;  and  it  seems  to  have  been  an  article  in 
the  tacit  compromise  with  the  bishops,  who  were  not  back- 
ward in  exerting  their  influence  for  the  crown,  that  he  should 
make  no  attempt  to  abrogate  the  laws  which  gave  a  monopoly 
of  power  to  the  Anglican  communion.  We  may  presume 
also  that  the  prelates  undertook  not  to  obstruct  the  acts  of 
indemnity  passed  from  time  to  time  in  favour  of  those  who 
had  not  duly  qualified  themselves  for  the  offices  they  held ; 
and  which,  after  some  time  becoming  regular,  have  in  effect 
thrown  open  the  gates  to  protestant  dissenters,  though  still 
subject  to  be  closed  by  either  house  of  parliament,  if  any 
jealousies  should  induce  them  to  refuse  their  assent  to  this 
annual  enactment.t 

Oxford  under  the  necessity  of  declaring  f  The  first  act  of  this  kind  appears  to 

himself  one  way  or  other.    "Though  the  have  been  in  1727.    1  Geo.  II.  c.23.  It 

earl  of  Oxford  voted  for  it  himself,  he  was  repeated  next  year,  intermitted  the 

concurred  with  those  who  endeavoured  next,  and  aAerwards  renewed  in  every  year 

to    restrain     some    parts    which    they  of  that  reign  except  the  fifth,  the  seven- 

reckoned  too  severe ;  and  his  friends  in  tecnth,  the  twenty-second,   tiie  twenty- 

both    houses,    particularly  his    brother,  third,  the  twenty-sixth,  and  the  thirtieth. 

Auditor  Harley,  spoke  and  voted  against  Whether  these  occasional   interruptions 

it  very  earnestly."  P.  462.  were  intended  to  prevent  the  non-coniur- 

*  5  Geo.  L  c.  4.     The  whigs  out  of  mists   from    relying   upon    it,  or    were 

power,  among  whom  was  Walpole,  facti-  caused  by  some  accidental  circumstance, 

ously  and  inconsistently  opposed  the  re-  must  be  left  to  conjecture.     I  believe 

peal  of  the  schism  act,  so  that  it  passed  that  the  renewal  has  been  regular  every 

with  much  diflSculty.  Pari.  Hist  vii.  569.  year  since  the  accession  of  George  III. 
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Meanwhile  the  principles  of  religious  liberty,  in  all  senses 
of  the  word,  gained  strength  by  this  eager  contro-  principle 
versy,  naturally  pleasing  as  they  are  to  the  proud  fiuj  «u  °" 
independence  of  the  English  character,  and  congenial  ^" 
to  those  of  civil  freedom,  which  both  parties,  tory  as  much  as 
whig,  had  now  learned  sedulously  to  maintain.  The  non- 
juring  and  high-church  factions  among  the  clergy  produced 
few  eminent  men ;  and  lost  credit,  not  more  by  the  folly  of 
their  notions  than  by  their  general  want  of  scholarship  and 
disregard  of  their  duties.  The  university  of  Oxford  was 
tainted  to  the  core  with  jacobite  prejudices ;  but  it  must  be 
added  that  it  never  stood  so  low  in  respectability  as  a  place 
of  education.*  The  government,  on  the  other  hand,  was 
studious  to  promote  distinguished  men ;  and  doubtless  the 
hierarchy  in  the  first  sixty  years  of  the  eighteenth  century 
might  very  advantageously  be  compared,  in  point  of  conspi- 
cuous ability,  with  that  of  an  equal  period  that  ensued.  The 
maxims  of  persecution  were  silently  abandoned,  as  well  as  its 
practice ;  Warburton,  and  others  of  less  name,  taught  those 
of  toleration  with  as  much  boldness  as  Hoadley,  but  without 
some  of  his  more  invidious  tenets  ;  the  more  popular  writers 
took  a  liberal  tone ;  the  names  of  Locke  and  Montesquieu 
acquired  immense  authority ;  the  courts  of  justice  discounte- 

It  is  to  be  remembered,  that  the  present  time  ;  but  from  internal  evidence,  as  well 

work  was  first  published  before  the  re-  as  the  confirmation  which  better  authori- 

peal  of  the  test  act  in  1828.  ties  afford  it,   I  have  no  doubt  that  it 

*  We  find  in  Gutch*s  Collectanea  Cu-  contains  much  truth, 
riosa,  vol.  i.  p.  53.,  a  plan,  ascribed  to         Those  who  have  looked  much  at  the 

lord  chancellor  Macclesfield,  for  taking  ephemeral  literature  of  these  two  reigns 

away  the  election  of  heads  of  colleges  must  be  aware  of  many  publications  fix- 

from  the  fellows,  and  vesting  the  nomina-  ing  the  charge  of  prevalent  disaff*ection 

tion  in  the  great  officers  of  state,  in  order  on  this  university,  down  to  the  death  of 

to  cure  the  disaffection  and  want  of  dis-  George  1 1. ;  and  Dr.  King,  the  famous 

cipline  which  was  justly  complained  of.  jacobite  master  of  St.  Mary  Hall,  admits 

This  remedy  would  have  been  perhaps  that  some  were  lefl  to  reproach  him  for 

the  substitution   of  a   permanent  for  a  apostasy  in  going  to  court  on  the  acces* 

temporary  evil.      It  appears  also  that  sion  of  the  late  king  in  1 760.     The  ge- 

archbishop  Wake  wanted  to  have  had  a  neral  reader  will  remember  the  Isis,  by 

bill,  in  1716,  for  asserting  the  royal  su-  Mason,  and  the    triumph   of    Isis,   by 

premacy,  and  better  regulating  the  clergy  Warton ;  the  one  a  severe  invective,  the 

of  the  two  universities  (Coxe's  Walpole,  other  an  indignant  vindication:  but  in 

iL  122.);   but  I  do  not  know  that  the  this  instance,  notwithstanding  the  advan- 

precise  nature  of  this  is  any  where  men-  tages  which  satire  is  supposed  to  have 

tioned.     I  can  scarcely  quote  Amherst's  over  panegyric,  we  must  award  the  laurel 

Terras  Filius  as  authority ;  it  is  a  very  to  the  worst  cause,  and,  what  is  more 

clever,  though  rather  libellous,  invective  extraordinary,  to  the  worse  poet 
against  the  university  of  Oxford  at  that 
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nanced  any  endeavour  to  revive  oppressive  statutes ;  and, 
not  long  after  the  end  of  George  the  Second's  reign,  it  was 
adjudged  in  the  house  of  lords,  upon  the  broadest  principles 
of  toleration  laid  doMm  by  lord  Mansfield,  that  nonconformity 
with  the  established  church  is  recognized  by  the  law,  and  not 
an  offence  at  which  it  connives. 

Atterbury,  bishop  of  Rochester,  the  most  distinguished  of 
Banishment  ^^^  party  denominated  high-church,  became  the 
of  Atterbury.  yictim  of  his  rcstlcss  character  and  implacable  dis- 
affection to  the  house  of  Hanover.  The  pretended  king,  for 
some  years  after  his  competitor's  accession,  had  fair  hopes 
from  different  powers  of  Europe,  —  France,  Sweden,  Russia, 
Spiun,  Austria,  —  (each  of  whom,  in  its  turn,  was  ready  to 
make  use  of  this  instrument,)  and  from  the  powerful  faction 
who  panted  for  his  restoration.  This  was  unquestionably 
very  numerous ;  though  we  have  not  as  yet  the  means  of  fix- 
ing  with  certainty  on  more  than  comparatively  a  small  num- 
ber of  names.  But  a  conspiracy  for  an  invasion  from  Spain 
and  a  simultaneous  rising  was  detected  in  172%  which  im- 
plicated three  or  four  peers,  and  among  them  the  bishop  of 
Rochester.*  The  evidence,  however,  though  tolerably  con- 
vincingy  being  insufficient  for  a  verdict  at  law,  it  was  thought 
expedient  to  pass  a  bill  of  pains  and  penalties  against  this 
prelate,  as  well  as  others  against  two  of  his  accomplices. 
The  proof,  besides  many  corroborating  circumstances,  con- 
sisted in  three  letters  relative  to  the  conspiracy,  supposed  to 
be  written  by  his  secretary  Kelly,  and  appearing  to  be 
dictated  by  the  bishop.  He  was  deprived  of  his  see,  and 
banished  the   kingdom   for   life.t     This   met  with   strong 

*  Layer,  who  suffered  on  aceouofc  of  This  is  mentioned  by  Coze,  i.  165. ;  and 

thisplot,had  accused  several  peers,  among  certainly  confirmed  by  Lockhait,  ii.  68. 

others  lord  Cowper,  who  complaii^ed  to  70.     But  the  reader   will  hardly  give 

the  house  of  the  publication  of  his  name ;  credit  to  such  a  story  as  Horace  Walpole 

and  indeed,  though  he  was  at  that  time  has  told,   that  he  coolly  consulted  nr 

strongly  in  opposition  to  the  court,  the  Robert,  his  political  rivaJ,  as  to  the  part 

charge  seems  wholly  incredible.     Lord  they  should  take  on  the  king*s  death. 

Strafford  however  was  probably  guilty ;  Lord  Orford*s  Works,  iv.  287. 
lords   North  and    Orrery   certainly  so.         f  State  Trials,  xvi.  324.      Part  Hist. 

ParL   Hist  viiL  20S.     There   is   even  viii.  195.  et  post     Most  of  the  bishops 

ground  to  suspect  that  Sunderland,  to  voted  against  their  restless  brother ;  and 

use  Tindal*s  words,  *'  in  the  latter  part  Willis,  bishop  of  Salisbury,  made  a  very 

of  his  life,  had  entered  into  corresponden-  good  but  rather  too  acrimonious  a  speech 

cies  and  designs,  which  would  have  been  on  the  bill.   Id.  298.    Hoadley,  who  was 

iataltohimselfor  to  the  public."  P.  657.  no  orator,  published  two  letters  in  the 
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opposition,  not  limited  to  the  enemies  of  the  royal  family, 
and  is  open  to  the  same  objection  as  the  attainder  of  sir 
John  Fenwick ;  the  danger  of  setting  aside  those  precious 
securities  against  a  wicked  government  which  the  law  of 
treason  has  furnished.  As  a  vigorous  assertion  of  the  state's 
authority  over  the  church  we  may  commend  the  policy  of 
Atterbury's  deprivation ;  but  perhaps  this  was  ill  purdmsed 
by  a  mischievous  precedent.  It  is  however  the  last  act  of  a 
violent  nature  in  any  important  matter,  which  can  be  charged 
against  the  English  legislature. 

No  extensive  conspiracy  of  the  Jacobite  faction  seems  ever 
to  have  been  in  agitation  after  the  fall  of  Atter- 
bury.  The  Pretender  had  his  emissaries  perpetually  the  jmo  °' 
alert ;  and  it  is  understood  that  an  enormous  mass 
of  letters  from  his  English  friends  is  in  existence  * ;  but  very 
few  had  the  courage,  or  rather  folly,  to  plunge  into  so  des- 
perate a  course  as  rebellion.  Walpole's  prudent  and  vigilant 
administration,  without  transgressing  the  boundaries  of  that 
free  constitution  for  which  alone  the  house  of  Brunswic  had 
been  preferred,  kept  in  check  the  disaffected.  He  wisely 
sought  the  friendship  of  cardinal  Fleury,  aware  that  no  other 
power  in  Europe  than  France  could  effectually  assist  the 
banished  family.  After  his  own  fall  and  the  death  of  Fleury, 
new  combinations  of  foreign  policy  arose ;  his  successors 
returned  to  the  Austrian  connexion ;  a  war  with  France 
broke  out ;  the  grandson  of  James  II.  became  master,  for  a 
moment,  of  ScotLand,  and  even  advanced  to  the  centre  of 


newspaper,  signed  Britannicus,  in  answer  from  Rome,   and  now  in  his  majesty's 

to  Atterbury's  defence ;  which,  aflter  all  possession,   are  said  to  furnish  copious 

that  bad  passed,  he  might  better  have  evidence  of  the  Jacobite  intrigues,  and  to 

spared.     Atterbury*8  own  speech  is  cer-  aifect  some  persons  not  hitherto  suspected, 

tainly  below  his  iame,  especially  the  pe-  We  have  reason  to  hope  that  they  will 

roration.     Id.  267.  not  be  long  withheld  from  the  public. 

No  one,  I  presume,  will  affect  to  doubt  every  motive  for  concealment  being  wholly 

the  reality  of  Atterbury*s  connexions  with  at  an  end.   1 827.      Lord  Mahon  has  com- 

the    Stuart  family,   either    before    his  muuicated  some  information  from  these 

attainder  or  during  his  exile.  The  proofs  papers,  in  his  history  of  England ;  but 

of  the  latter   were   published   by  lord  the  number  of  persons  engaged  in  con- 

Hailesin  1768,  and  may  be  found  also  in  nexion  with  the  Pretender  is  rather  less 

Kicholk^s  edition  of  Atterbury's  Corre-  than  had  been  expected.     1841. 
spondcnce,  i.  H8.   Additional  evidence  is         It  is  said  that  there  were  not  less  than 

furnished  by  the  Lockhart  Papers,  vol.  iL  fifty  Jacobites  in  the  parliament  of  1728. 

passim.  Coxe,  ii.  294. 

*  llic  Stuart  papers  obtained  lately 
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this  peaceful  and  unprotected  kingdom.  But  this  wbs  hardly 
more  ignominious  to  the  government  than  to  the  Jacobites 
themselves ;  none  of  them  joined  the  standard  of  their  pre- 
tended sovereign ;  and  the  rebellion  of  1745  was  conclusive, 
by  its  own  temporary  success,  against  the  possibility  of  his 
restoration.*  From  this  time  the  government,  even  when 
in  search  of  pretexts  for  alarm,  could  hardly  aflfect  to  dread 
a  name  grown  so  contemptible  as  that  of  the  Stuart  party. 
It  survived  however  for  the  rest  of  the  reign  of  George  II. 
in  those  magnanimous  compotations,  which  had  always  been 
the  best  evidence  of  its  courage  and  fidelity. 

Though  the  Jacobite  party  had  set  before  its  eyes  an  object 
Prejudices   most  daugcrous  to  the  public  tranquillity,  and  which, 
iSip^g^^  could  it  have  been  attained,  would  have  brought  on 
^"^^^'       again  the  contention  of  the  seventeenth  century; 
though,  in  taking  oaths  to  a  government  against  which  they 
were  in  conspiracy,  they  showed  a  systematic  disregard  of 
obligation,  and  were  as  little  mindful  of  allegiance,  in  the 
years  1715  and  1745,  to  the  prince  they  owned  in  their 
hearts,  as  they  had  been  to  him  whom  they  had  professed  to 
acknowledge,  it  ought  to  be  admitted  that  they  were  ren- 
dered more  numerous  and  formidable  than  was  necessary  by 
the  faults  of  the  reigning  kings  or  of  their  ministers.    They 


*  llie  tories,  it  is  observed  in  the  MS.  out   oppression    or  arbitrary  acts,   had 

journal    of   Mr.  Yorke   (second  earl  of  gradually  alienated  the  mass  of  the  nation. 

Hardwicke),  showed  no  sign  of  afTection  But  this  would  not  lead  men  to  expose 

to  the  government  at  tlie  time  when  the  their  lives  and  fortunes ;  and  hence  the 

invasion  was  expected  in  ]  74S,  but  treated  people  of  England,  a  thing  almost  incrc- 

it  all  with  indifference.    Pari.  Hist  xiii.  dible,  lay  quiet  and  nearly  unconoeroed, 

668.     In  fiict  a  disgraceful  apathy  per-  while  the  little  army  of  Highlanders  came 

vaded  the  nation;   and   according  to  a  every  day  nearer  to  the  capital.     It  is 

letter  from  Mr.  Fox  to  Mr.  Winnington  absurd,  however,   to  suppose  that  they 

in  1745,  which  I  only  quote  from  recol-  could    have   been   really  successAil    by 

lection,  it  seemed  perfectly  uncertain,  from  marching  onward;  though  their  defeat 

this  general  paasiveness,  whether  the  revo-  might  have  been  more  glorious  at  Flnch- 

lution  might  not  be  suddenly  brought  ley  than  at  Culloden.     1827. — I  should 

about   Yet  very  few  comparatively,  I  am  not  have  used,  of  course,  the  word  ab- 

persiiaded,  had  the  slightest  attachment  surd,  if  lord  Mahon*8  History  had  been 

or  prejudice  in  fevour  of  the  house  of  published,  in  which  that  acute  and  im- 

Stuart ;  but  the  continual  absence  from  partial  writer  inclines  to  the  opinion  of 

England,  and  the  Hanoverian  predilec-  Cliarles  Edward's  probable  success.     I 

tions  of  the  two  Georges,  the  feebleness,  am  still,  however,  persuaded  that  either 

and  factiousness  of  their  administration,  the  duke  of  Cumberland  must  have  over- 

and  of  public  men  in  general,  and  an  inde-  taken  him  before  he  reached  London,  or 

finite  opinion  of  misgovernracnt,  raised  that  his  small  army  would  have  been 

through  the  press,  though  certainly  with-  beaten  by  the    ing. — 1842. 
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were  not  latterly  actuated  for  the  most  part  (perhaps  with 
very  few  exceptions)  by  the  slavish  principles  of  indefeasible 
right,  much  less  by  those  of  despotic  power.  *     They  had 
been  so  long  in  opposition  to  the  court,  they  had  so  often 
spoken  the  language  of  liberty,  that  we  may  justly  believe 
them  to  have  been  its  friends.     It  was  the  policy  of  jeaiouiy  ©r 
Walpole  to  keep  alive  the  strongest  prejudice  in  the  '*"* ""''" 
mind  of  George  II.,   obstinately  retentive  of  prejudice,   as 
such  narrow  and  passionate  minds  always  are,  against  the 
whole  body  of  the  tories.     They  were  ill  received  at  court, 
and  generally  excluded,  not  only  from  those  departments  of 
office  which  the  dominant  party  have  a  right  to  keep  in  their 
power,  but  from  the  commission  of   the  peace,  and  every 
other  subordinate  trustt     This  illiberal  and  selfish  course 
retained  many,  no  doubt,  in  the  Pretender's  camp,  who  must 
have  perceived  both  the  improbability  of  his  restoration,  and 
the  difficulty  of  reconciling  it  with  the  safety  of  our  consti- 
tution.   He  was  indeed,  as  well  as  his  son,  far  less  worthy  of 
respect    than    the    contemporary  Brunswic  kings :  without 
absolutely  wanting  capacity  or  courage,  he  gave  the  most 
undeniable  evidence  of  his  legitimacy  by  constantly  resisting 
the  counsels  of  wise  men,  and  yielding  to  those  of  priestst ; 


*  [Even  in  1715  this  was  not  the  case  Jacobite  spirit  of  hereditary  right  was 
with  the  Jacobite  aristocracy.  **  When  you  very   strong   among   the  people.     And 
were  first  driven  into  this  interest/*  says  this   continued    through    the    reign   of 
Bolingbroke  to  sir  W.  Wyndham,    "  I  George  I.,  as  I   should  infer  from  the 
may  appeal  to  you  for  the  notion  which  press.      But    Bolingbroke  himself  Iiad 
the  party  had.     You  thought  of  restor-  great  influence  in  subduing  it  afterwards, 
ing  him  by  the  strength  of  the  tories,  and,  though  of  course  not  obliterated, 
and  of  opposing  a  tory  king  to  a  whig  we  trace  it  less  and  less  down  to  the  ex- 
king.  You  took  him  up  as  the  instrument  tinction  of  the  Jacobite  party  in  the  last 
of  your  revenge  and  of  your  ambition,  years  of  George  II.     Leslie's  writings 
You  looked  on  him  as  your  creature,  would  have  been  received  with  scorn  by 
and  never  once  doubted  of  making  what  the  young  Jacobites  of  1750.  Church  mobs 
terms  you   pleased   with  him.     This  is  were  frequent  in  1715;  but  we  scarcely, 
so  true  that  the  same  language  is  still  I  think,  find  much  of  them  afterwards, 
held  to  the  catechumens  in  jacobitism.  In  London,  and  the  chief  towns,  the  po- 
Were  the  contrary  to  be  avowed  even  pulace  were  chiefly  whig. — 1845.1 
now,  the  party  in  England  would  soon         f  See  Pari.  Hist.  xiii.  1244.;  and  other 
disunite.     Instead  of  making  the  Pre-  proofs  might  be  brought  from  the  same 
tender   their  tool,    they   are  his.      In-  work,    as    well  as   from   miscellaneous 
stettd  of  having  in  view  to  restore  him  on  authorities  of  the  age  of  George  II. 
their  own  terms,  they  are  labouring  to         |  [Bolingbroke*8character  of  James  b 
do    it   without  any  terms  ;   that  is,  to  not  wholly  to  be  trusted.  **  He  is  natur- 
speak  properly,  they  are  ready  to  receive  ally  inclined  to  believe  the  worst,  which 
him  on  bis,**  &c.     This  was  written  in  I  take  to  bea  certain  mark  of  a  mean  spirit 
1717,  and  seems  to  indicate  that  the  real  and  a  wicked  soul ;  at  leastl  am  sure  that 

VOL.  II,  E  E 
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while  his  son,  the  fugitive  of  Culloden,  despised  and  deserted 

by  his  own  party,  insulted  by  the  court  of  France,  lost  with 

the  advance  of  years  even  the  respect  and  compassion  whidi 

wait  on  unceasing  misfortune,  the  last  sad  inheritance  of  the 

house  of  Stuart.*     But  they  were  little  known  in  England, 

the  contrary  quality,  when  it  is  not  due  to  tune  and  distinction,  and  many  of  them 

weakness  of  understanding,  is  the  fruit  of  persons  of  the  first  qiudity,  who  attached 

a  generous  temper  and  an  honest  heart,  themselves  to  the  P.  as  to  a  person  who 

Prone  to  judge  ill  of  all  mankind,  he  they  imagined  might  he  made  the  instni- 

will  rarely  be  seduced  by  his  credulity  ;  ment   of  saving  their  country.      They 

but  I  never  knew  a  man  so  capable  of  were  sensible  that  by  Walpole*s  adminis- 

being  the  bubble  of  his  distrust  and  jea-  tration  the  English  government  was  be- 

lousy."     Letter  to  sir   W.   Wyndham.  come  a  system  of  corruption :  and  that 

Thus  Bolingbroke,  under  the  sting  of  Wa1pole*8  successors,  who  pursued   fab 

his  impetuous  passions,  threw  away  the  plan  without  any  of  his  abilities,    had 

scabbard  when  he  qmirrelled  with  the  reduced  us  to  such  a  deplorable  situation 

house  of  Stuart,  as  he  had  done  with  the  that  our  commercial  interest  was  sinking, 

whigs  at  home.     But  James  was  not  a  our  colonies  in  danger  of  being  lost,  and 

man   altogether    without  capacity  :    his  Great  Britain,  which,  if  her  powers  were 

private  letters  are  well  and  sensibly  writ-  properly  exerted,  as  they  were  afterwards 

ten.     Like  his  father,  he  had  a  narrow  in  Mr.  Pitt*s  administration,  was  able  to 

and  obstinate,  but  not  a  weak,  under-  give  laws  to  other  nations,  was  become 

standing.      His  son,    Charles   Edward,  the  contempt  of  all  Europe.**    P.  206. 

appears  to  me  inferior  to  him  in  this  re-  This  is  in  truth  the  secret  of  the  con- 

spect,  as  well  as  in  his  moral  principle,  tinuance  of  jacobitism.    But  possibly  that 

—1845.]  party  were  not  sorry  to  find  a  pretext  for 

*  See  in  the  Lockhart  Papers,  ii.  565.,  breaking  off  so  hopeless  a  connexion, 
a  curious  relation  of  Charles  £dward*s  which  they  seem  to  have  done  about 
behaviour  in  refusing  to  quit  France  after  r755.  Mr.  Pitt*s  great  successes  re- 
the  peace  of  Aix-la-Chapelle.  It  was  so  conciled  them  to  the  administration;  and 
insolent  and  absurd  that  the  government  his  liberal  conduct  brought  back  thoK 
was  provoked  to  arrest  him  at  the  opera,  who  had  been  disgusted  by  an  exclusive 
and  literally  to  order  him  to  be  bound  policy.  On  the  accession  of  a  new  king 
hand  and  foot;  an  outrage  which  even  they  flocked  to  St  James*s;  and  probably 
his  preposterous  conduct  could  hardly  scarcely  one  person  of  the  rank  of  a  gen- 
excuse,  tleman,  south  of  the  Tweed,  was  found 

Dr.  King  was  in  correspondence  with  to  dispute  the  right  ofthe  house  of  Bnins- 

this  prince  for  some  years  after  the  latter*s  wic  after  1760.   Dr.  King  himself  it  may 

foolish,  though  courageous,  visit  to  Lon-  be  observed,  laughs  at  the  old  pasive 

don  in  September,  1750;  which  he  left  obedience  doctrine  (page   193.);  so  &r 

again   in   five  days,  on  finding  himself  was  he  from   being  a  Jacobite  of  that 

deceived  by  some  sanguine  friends.   King  school. 

says  he  was  wholly  ignorant  of  our  his-  A  few  nonjuring  congregations  lingered 
tory  and  constitution.  **  I  never  heard  on  far  into  the  reign  of  George  III.,  pre- 
lum express  any  noble  or  benevolent  sen-  sided  over  by  the  successors  of  some 
timent,  the  certain  indications  of  a  great  bishops  whom  Lloyd  of  Norwich,  the  last 
soul  and  good  heart ;  or  discover  any  of  those  deprived  at  the  revolution,  had 
sorrow  or  compassion  for  the  misfortune  consecrated  in  order  to  keep  up  the 
of  so  many  worthy  men  who  had  suffered  schism.  A  list  of  these  isgiven  in  D^Oyly^s 
in  his  cause.**  Anecdotes  of  his  own  Life  of  Sancroft,  vol.  ii.  p.  34.,  whence  it 
Times,  p.  201.  He  goes  on  to  charge  would  appear  that  the  last  of  them  died  in 
him  with  love  of  money  and  other  fiiults.  1779.  I  can  trace  the  line  a  little  farther: 
But  his  great  folly  in  keeping  a  mistress,  a  bishop  of  that  separation,  named 
Mrs.  Walkinshaw,  whose  sister  was  house-  Cartwright,resided  at  Shrewsbury  inl  793, 
keeper  at  Leicester  House,  alarmed  the  carrying  on  the  business  of  a  surgeon. 
Jacobites.     **  These  were  all  men  of  for-  State  Trials,  xxiii.  1073.   I  have  beard  of 
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and  from  unknown  princes  men  are  prone  to  hope  much  :  if 
some  could  anticipate  a  redress  of  every  evil  from  Frederic 
Prince  of  Wales,  whom  they  might  discover  to  be  destitute 
of  respectable  qualities,  it  cannot  be  wondered  at  that  others 
might  draw  equally  flattering  prognostics  from  the  accession 
of  Charles  Edward.  It  is  almost  certain  that,  if  either  the 
claimant  or  his  son  had  embraced  the  protestant  religion,  and 
had  also  manifested  any  superior  strength  of  mind,  the  Ger- 
man prejudices  of  the  reigning  family  would  have  cost  them 
the  throne,  as  they  did  the  people's  affections.  Jacobitism, 
in  the  great  majority,  was  one  modification  of  the  spirit  of 
liberty  burning  strongly  in  the  nation  at  this  period.  It  gave 
a  rallying  point  to  that  indefinite  discontent,  which  is  excited 
by  an  ill  opinion  of  rulers,  and  to  that  disinterested,  though 
ignorant  patriotism  which  boils  up  in  youthful  minds.  The 
government  in  possession  was  hated,  not  as  usurped,  but  as 
corrupt ;  the  banished  line  was  demanded,  not  so  much 
because  it  was  legitimate,  but  because  it  was  the  fancied 
means  of  redressing  grievances  and  regenerating  the  consti- 
tution. Such  notions  were  doubtless  absurd ;  but  it  is 
undeniable  that  they  were  common,  and  had  been  so  almost 
from  the  revolution.  I  speak  only,  it  will  be  observed,  of 
the  English  Jacobites ;  in  Scotland  the  sentiments  of  loyalty 
and  national  pride  had  a  vital  energy,  and  the  Highland 
chieftains  gave  their  blood,  as  freely  as  their  southern  allies 
did  their  wine,  for  the  cause  of  their  ancient  kings.* 

similar  congregations  in  the  west  of  Eng-  has  quoted  Jacobite  pamphlets  as  late  as 

land  still  later.    He  had  however  become  1759,  and  probably  the  authors  of  these 

a  very  loyal  subject  to  king  George  :  a  did  not  renounce  their  opinions  in  the 

singular  proof  of  that  tenacity  of  life  by  next  year.     One  or  two  writers  in  this 

which    religious    sects,  after    dwindling  strain  have  met  my  observation  rather 

down  through  neglect,  excel  frogs  and  later.     The  last  is  in  1774,  when  an  ab- 

tortoises;  and  that,  even  when  they  have  surd  letter  against  the  revolution  having 

become    almost    equally   cold-blooded !  been   inadvertently   admitted    into   the 

[A  late  publication,  Lethbury*s  History  Morning  Chronicle  and  Public  Adver- 

of  the  Nonjurors,  gives  several  names  of  tiser,  Mr.   Fox,  with  less  good  nature 

nonjuring  bishops,  down  to  the  close  of  than  belonged  to  him,  induced  the  house 

the  century ;  though  it  does  not  abso-  of  commons  to  direct  a  prosecution  of 

lutely  follow,  that  all   who   frequented  the  printers  by  the  attorney-general ;  and 

their  congregations  would  have  refused  they   were  sentenced   to  three  months* 

the  oath  of  allegiance.     Of  such  strict  imprisonment      Pari.  Hist.   xvii.  1054. 

Jacobites,  there  were,  as  I  have  said,  but  Annual  Register,  1774.  p.  164. — 1845.] 

few  left  south  of  the  Tweed  after  the  ac-  *  [Lord  Mahon  printed  in  1842,  but 

cession  of  George  III.    Still  some  there  only  for  the  Roxburghe  club,  some  ex* 

may  have  been,  unknown  by  name,  in  tracts    from    despatches    (in   the   State 

the  middling  ranks ;  and  Mr.  Lathbury  Paper  Office)  of  the  British  envoy  at 

E  B   2 


420    CONSTITUTIONAL    HISTORY    OF   ENGLAND    [Coaf.  XVL 

No  one  can  have  looked  in  the  most  cursory  manner  at  the 
political  writings  of  these  two  reigns,  or  at  the  debates  of 
parliament,  without  being  struck  by  the  continual  predictions 
that  our  liberties  were  on  the  point  of  extinguishment,  or  at 
least  by  apprehensions  of  their  being  endangered.  It  might 
seem  that  little  or  nothing  had  been  gained  by  the  revolution, 
and  by  the  substitution  of  an  elective  dynasty.  This  doubtless 
it  was  the  interest  of  the  Stuart  party  to  maintain  or  in- 
sinuate ;  and,  in  the  conflict  of  factions,  those  who,  with  far 
opposite  views,  had  separated  from  the  court,  seemed  to  lend 
them  aid.  The  declamatory  exaggerations  of  that  able  and 
ambitious  body  of  men  who  co-operated  against  the  ministry 
of  sir  Robert  Walpole  have  long  been  rejected ;  and  perhaps 
in  the  usual  reflux  of  popular  opinion,  his  domestic  admini- 
stration (for  in  foreign  policy  his  views,  so  far  as  he  wss  per- 
mitted to  act  upon  them,  appear  to  have  been  uniformly 
judicious,)  has  obtained  of  late  rather  an  undue  degree  of 
favour.  I  have  already  observed  that,  for  the  sake  of  his 
own  ascendancy  in  the  cabinet,  he  kept  up  unnecessarily  the 
distinctions  of  the  whig,  and  tory  parties,  and  thus  impaired 
the  stability  of  the  royal  house,  which  it  was  his  chief  care  to 
support.  And,  though  his  government  was  so  far  from  any 
thing  oppressive  or  arbitrary  that,  considered  either  relatively 
to  any  former  times,  or  to  the  extensive  disaffection  known 
to  subsist,  it  was  uncommonly  moderate ;  yet,  feeling  or 
feigning  alarm  at  the  Jacobite  intrigues  on  the  one  hand,  at 
the  democratic  tone  of  public  sentiment  and  of  popular  writ- 
ings on  the  other,  he  laboured  to  preserve  a  more  narrow  and 

Florence,  containing  information,  from  witb  the  Irish  priesthood  to  the  end  of 
time  to  time,  as  to  the  motions  and  be-  his  life,  so  as  to  recommend  bishops  to 
haviour  of  Charles  Edward.  Were  it  the  court  of  Rome.  But  though  air 
not  for  the  difficulty  under  which  our  Horace  Mann,  in  a  letter  of  the  date 
minister  at  that  court  must  generally  la-  Nov.  11.  1783,  is  *<  every  day  more  con- 
hour,  to  find  any  materials  for  a  letter  to  vinccd  that  something  of  importance  is 
the  secretary  of  state,  we  might  feel  some  carrying  on  between  the  court  of  France 
wonder  at  the  gravity  with  which  sir  and  the  Pretender,  and  has  reason  to 
Horace  Mann  seems  to  treat  the  table-  suspect  that  the  latter  either  has  a  con- 
talk  and  occasional  journics  of  th«  poor  nexion  with  the  king  of  Sweden,  or  is 
old  exile,  even  down  to  1786.  It  may  endeavouring  to  gain  his  friendship,"  he 
be  said,  that  his  excessive  folly  might  soon  afler  discovers  that  this  important 
render  him  capable  of  any  enterprise,  matter  was  only  an  application  to  Fnmce 
however  extravagant,  as  long  as  he  had  for  a  pension,  which  Gustavus  III.,  then 
bodily  strength  left  ;  «nd  that  he  is  sup-  in  Itoly,  would,  out  of  compassion  have 
posed  to  have  kept  up  some  connexion  been  glad  to  promote. — 1845.] 
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oligarchical  spirit  than  was  congenial  to  so  great  and  brave  a 
people,  and  trusted  not  enough,  as  indeed  is  the  general  fault 
of  ministers,  to  the  sway  of  good  sense  and  honesty  over  dis- 
interested minds.  But,  as  he  never  had  a  complete  influence 
over  his  master,  and  knew  that  those  who  opposed  him  had 
little  else  in  view  than  to  seize  the  reins  of  power  and  manage 
them  worse,  his  deviations  from  the  straight  course  are  more 
pardonable. 

The  clamorous  invectives  of  this  opposition,  combined  with 
the  subsequent  dereliction  of  avowed  principles  by  many  among 
them  when  in  power,  contributed  more  than  any  thing  else  in 
our  history  to  cast  obloquy  and  suspicion,  or  even  ridicule,  on 
the  name  and  occupation  of  patriots.  Men  of  sordid  and  venal 
characters  always  rejoice  to  generalise  so  convenient  a  maxim 
as  the  non-existence  of  public  virtue.  It  may  not  however 
be  improbable,  that  many  of  those  who  took  a  part  in  this 
long  contention,  were  less  insincere  than  it  has  been  the  fashion 
to  believe,  though  led  too  far  at  the  moment  by  their  own 
passions,  as  well  as  by  the  necessity  of  colouring  highly  a 
picture  meant  for  the  multitude,  and  reduced  afterwards  to 
the  usual  compromises  and  concessions,  without  which  power 
in  this  country  is  ever  unattainable.  But  waving  a  topic  too 
generally  historical  for  the  present  chapter,  it  will  be  worth 
while  to  consider  what  sort  of  ground  there  might  be  for  some 
prevalent  subjects  of  declamation  ;  and  whether  the  power  of 
government  had  not,  in  several  respects,  been  a  good  deal 
enhanced  since  the  beginning  of  the  century.  By  the  power 
of  government  I  mean  not  so  much  the  personal  authority  of 
the  sovereign  as  that  of  his  ministers,  acting  perhaps  without 
his  directions ;  which,  since  the  reign  of  William,  is  to  be 
distinguished,  if  we  look  at  it  analytically,  from  the  monarchy 
itself. 

I.  The  most  striking  acquisition  of  power  by  the  crovm  in 
the  new  model  of  government,  if  I  may  use  such  an 
expression,  is  the  permanence  of  a  regular  military  the*o?StitIi- 
force.  The  reader  cannot  need  to  be  reminded  that  uwa»  found- 
no  army  existed  before  the  civil  war,  that  the  guards 
in  the  reign  of  Charles  II.  were  about  5000  men,  that  in  the 
breathing-time  between  the  peace  of  Ryswick  and  the  war  of 
the  Spanish  succession,  the  commons  could  not  be  brought  to 
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keep  up  more  than  7000  troops.     Nothing  could  be  more 
repugnant  to  the  national  prejudices  than  a  standing  army. 
The  toriesy  partly  from  regard  to  the  ancient  usage  of  the 
constitution,  partly,  no  doubt,  from  a  factious  or  disaffected 
spirit,  were  unanimous  in  protesting  against  it.     The  most 
diisinterested  and  zealous  lovers  of  liberty  came  with  great 
suspicion  and  reluctance  into  what  seemed  so  perilous  an  in- 
novation.    But  the  court,  after  the  accession  of  the  house  of 
Hanover,  had  many  reasons  for  insisting  upon  so  great  an 
augmentation  of  its  power  and  security.     It  is  remarkable  to 
perceive  by  what  stealthy  advances  this  came  on.     Two  long 
wars  had  rendered  the  army  a  profession  for  men  in  the  higher 
and  middling  classes,  and  familiarised  the  nation  to  their  dress 
and  rank ;  it  had  achieved  great  honour  for  itself  and  the 
English  name ;  and  in  the  nature  of  mankind  the  patriotism 
of  glory  is  too  often  an  overmatch  for  that  of  liberty.     The 
two  kings  were  fond  of  warlike  policy,  the  second  of  war 
itself;  their  schemes,  and  those  of  their  ministers,  demanded 
an  imposing  attitude  in  negotiation,  which  an  army,  it  was 
thought,  could  best  give ;  the  cabinet  was  for  many  years 
entangled  in  alliances,  shifting  sometimes  rapidly,  but  in  each 
combination  hable  to  produce  the  interruption  of  peace.     In 
the  new  system  which  rendered  the  houses  of  parliament  par- 
takers in  the  executive  administration,  they  were  drawn  them- 
selves into  the  approbation  of  every  successive  measure,  either 
on  the  propositions  of  ministers,  or,  as  often  happens  mor^ 
indirectly,  but  hardly  less  effectually,  by  passing  a  negative 
on  those  of  their  opponents.     The  number  of  troops 
mSr?*^   for  which  a  vote  was  annually  demanded,  after  some 
variations,  in  the  first  years  of  George  I.,  was,  during 
the  whole  administration  of  sir  Robert  Walpole,  except  when 
the  state  of  Europe  excited  some  apprehension  of  disturbance, 
rather  more  than  17>000  men,  independent  of  those  on  the 
Irish  establishment,  but  including  the  garrisons  of  Minorca 
and  Gibraltar.     And  this  continued  with  little  alteration  to 
be  our  standing  army  in  time  of  peace  during  the  eighteenth 
century. 

This  army  was  always  understood  to  be  kept  on  foot,  as  it 
Apprehen-     '^  Still  cxprcssed  in  the  preamble  of  every  mutiny- 
bill,  for  better  preserving  the  balance  of  power  in 


bious  from  it 
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Europe*  The  commons  would  not  for  an  instant  admit  that 
it  was  necessary  as  a  permanent  force,  in  order  to  maintain 
the  government  at  home.  There  can  be  no  question  however 
that  the  court  saw  its  advantage  in  this  light ;  and  I  am  not 
perfectly  sure  that  some  of  the  multiplied  negotiations  on  the 
continent  in  that  age  were  not  intended  as  a  pretext  for  keep- 
ing up  the  army,  or  at  least  as  a  means  of  exciting  alarm  for 
the  security  of  the  established  government.  In  fact,  there 
would  have  been  rebellions  in  the  time  of  George  I.,  not  only 
in  Scotland,  which  perhaps  could  not  otherwise  have  been 
preserved,  but  in  many  parts  of  the  kingdom,  had  the  parlia- 
ment adhered  with  too  pertinacious  bigotry  to  their  ancient 
maxims.  Yet  these  had  such  influence  that  it  was  long  before 
the  army  was  admitted  by  every  one  to  be  perpetual ;  and  I 
do  not  know  that  it  has  ever  been  recognised  as  such  in  our 
statutes.  Mr.  Pulteney,  so  late  as  1732,  a  man  neither  dis- 
affected nor  democratical,  and  whose  views  extended  no  farther 
than  a  change  of  hands,  declared  that  he  *^  always  had  been, 
and  always  would  be,  against  a  standing  army  of  any  kind  ; 
it  was  to  him  a  terrible  thing,  whether  under  the  denomination 
of  parliamentary  or  any  other.  A  standing  army  is  still  a 
standing  army,  whatever  name  it  be  called  by ;  they  are 
a  body  of  men  distinct  from  the  body  of  the  people ;  they  are 
governed  by  different  laws ;  blind  obedience  and  an  entire 
submission  to  the  orders  of  their  commanding  officer  is  their 
only  principle.  The  nations  around  us  are  already  enslaved, 
and  have  been  enslaved  by  those  very  means ;  by  means  of 
their  standing  armies  they  have  every  one  lost  their  liberties ; 
it  is  indeed  impossible  that  the  liberties  of  the  people  can  be 
preserved  in  any  country  where  a  numerous  standing  army  is 
kept  up."* 

This  wholesome  jealousy,  though  it  did  not  prevent  what 
was  indeed  for  many  reasons  not  to  be  dispensed  with,  the 
establishment  of  a  regular  force,  kept  it  within  bounds  which 
possibly  the  administration,  if  left  to  itself,  would  have  gladly 
overleaped.  A  clause  in  the  mutiny-bill,  first  inserted  in 
171 8,  enabling  courts  martial  to  punish  mutiny  and  desertion 
with   death,  which   had   hitherto   been   only  cognizable  as 

•  Pari.  Hist.  viii.  904. 
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capital  offences  by  the  civil  magistrate,  was  carried  by  a  very 
small  majority  in  both  houses.*  An  act  was  passed  in  1*735^ 
directing  that  no  troops  should  come  within  two  miles  of  any 
place,  except  the  capital  or  a  garrisoned  town,  during  an 
election  t ;  and  on  some  occasions,  both  the  commons  and  the 
courts  of  justice  showed  that  they  had  not  forgotten  the 
maxims  of  their  ancestors  as  to  the  supremacy  of  the  civil 
power,  t  A  more  important  measure  was  projected  by  men 
of  independent  principles,  at  once  to  secure  the  kingdom 
against  attack,  invaded  as  it  had  been  by  rebels  in  1745,  and 
thrown  into  the  most  ignominious  panic  on  the  rumours  of  a 
French  armament  in  1756,  to  take  away  the  pretext  for  a  large 
standing  force,  and  perhaps  to  furnish  a  guarantee  against 
any  evil  purposes  to  which  in  future  times  it  might  be  sub- 
servient, by  the  establishment  of  a  national  militia, 
mentor '  uudcr  the  sole  authority,  indeed  of  the  crown,  but 
commanded  by  gentlemen  of  sufficient  estates,  and 
not  liable,  except  in  war,  to  be  marched  out  of  its  proper 
county.  This  favourite  plan,  with  some  reluctance  on  the 
part  of  the  government,  was  adopted  in  1757- §  But  though, 
during  the  long  periods  of  hostilities  which  have  unfortuately 
ensued,  this  embodied  force  has  doubtless  placed  the  kingdom 
in  a  more  respectable  state  of  security,  it  has  not  much  con- 
tributed to  diminish  the  number  of  our  regular  forces  ;  and, 
from  some  defects  in  its  constitution,  arising  out  of  too  great 
attention  to  our  ancient  local  divisions,  and  of  too  indiscrimi- 
nate a  dispensation  with  personal  service,  which  has  filled  the 
ranks  with  the  refuse  of  the  community,  the  militia  has  grown 
unpopular  and  burthensome,  rather  considered  of  late  by  the 
government  as  a  means  of  recruiting  the  army  than  as  worthy 

*  FarL  Hist  vii.  536.  been  ordered  to  altcnd  the  house,  receired 

-f-  8  Geo.  2.  c.  30.      Far].  Hist.  viii.  on  their  knees  a  very  severe  reprimand 

883.  from  the  speaker.     Far!.  Hist,  ix.  SS6. 

\  The  military  having  been  called  in  Upon  some  occasion,  the  circumstances  of 

to  quiU  an  alleged  riot  at  Westminster  which  I  do  not  recollect,   chief  justice 

election  in  1741,  it  was  resolved,  Dec.  Willes  uttered  some  laudable  sentiments 

22.,  "  that  the  presence  of  a  regular  body  as  to  the  subordination  of  military  po  vcr. 
of  armed  soldiers  at  an  election  of  mem-         §   Lord    Hardwicke    threw    out   the 

bers  to  serve  in  parliament  is  a  high  in-  militia  bill  in    1 756,   thinking  some  of 

fringement  of  the  liberties  of  the  subject,  its  clauses  rather  too  republican,  and,  in 

a  manifest  violation   of  the  freedom  of  fact,  being  adverse  to  the  scheme.    Pari 

elections,  and  an  open  defiance   of  the  Hist.  xv.  704.     H.  Walpole*s  Memoirs 

laws  and  constitution  of  this  kingdom.*'  ii.  45.  Coxe*s  Memoirs  of  Lord  Walpolo, 

The  persons  concerned  in  this,   having  450. 
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of  preservation  in  itself,  and  accordingly  thrown  aside  in  time 
of  peace ;  so  that  the  person  who  acquired  great  popularity 
as  the  author  of  this  institution,  lived  to  see  it  worn  out  and 
gone  to  decay,  and  the  principles,  above  all,  upon  which  he 
had  brought  it  forward,  just  enough  remembered  to  be  turned 
into  ridicule.  Yet  the  success  of  that  magnificent  organiz- 
ation which,  in  our  own  time,  has  been  established  in  France, 
is  sufficient  to  evince  the  possibility  of  a  national  militia ;  and 
we  know  with  what  spirit  such  a  force  was  kept  up  for  some 
years  in  this  country,  under  the  name  of  volunteers  and  yeo- 
manry, on  its  only  real  basis,  that  of  property,  and  in  such 
local  distribution  as  convenience  pointed  out. 

Nothing  could  be  more  idle,  at  any  time  since  the  revolution, 
than  to  suppose  that  the  regular  army  would  pull  the  speaker 
out  of  his  chair,  or  in  any  manner  be  employed  to  confirm  a 
despotic  power  in  the  crown.  Such  power,  I  think,  could 
never  have  been  the  waking  dream  of  either  king  or  minister. 
But  as  the  slightest  inroads  upon  private  rights  and  liberties 
are  to  be  guarded  against  in  any  nation  that  deserves  to  be 
called  free,  we  should  always  keep  in  mind  not  only  that  the 
military  power  is  subordinate  to  the  civil,  but,  as  this  sub- 
ordination must  cease  where  the  former  is  frequently  employed, 
that  it  should  never  be  called  upon  in  aid  of  the  peace  without 
sufficient  cause.  Nothing  would  more  break  down  this  notion 
of  the  law's  supremacy  than  the  perpetual  interference  of. 
those  who  are  really  governed  by  another  law;  for  the  doc- 
trine of  some  judges,  that  the  soldier,  being  still  a  citizen, 
acts  only  in  preservation  of  the  public  peace,  as  another 
citizen  is  bound  to  do,  must  be  felt  as  a  sophism,  even  by 
those  who  cannot  find  an  answer  to  it.  And,  even  in  slight 
circumstances,  it  is  not  conformable  to  the  principles  of  our 
government  to  make  that  vain  display  of  military  authority 
which  disgusts  us  so  much  in  some  continental  kingdoms. 
But,  not  to  dwell  on  this,  it  is  more  to  our  immediate  purpose 
that  the  executive  power  has  acquired  such  a  coadjutor  in  the 
regular  army  that  it  can,  in  no  probable  emergency,  have 
much  to  apprehend  from  popular  sedition.  The  increased 
facilities  of  transport,  and  several  improvements  in  military 
art  and  science,  which  will  occur  to  the  reader,  have  in  later 
times  greatly  enhanced  this  advantage. 
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IL  It  must  be  apparent  to  every  one  that  since  the  restora* 
tion,  and  especially  since  the  revolution,  an  immense  power 
has  been  thrown  into  the  scale  of  both  houses  of  parlirnnent, 
though  practically  in  more  frequent  exercise  by  the  lower,  in 
consequence  of  dieir  annual  session  during  several  months, 
and  of  their  almost  unlimited  rights  of  investigation,  discus- 
sion, and  advice.  But,  if  the  crown  should  by  any  means 
become  secure  of  an  ascendancy  in  this  assembly,  it 
o?er"^?u«.  is  evident  that,  although  the  prerogative,  technically 
p\^  Ind  speakbg,  might  be  diminished,  the  power  might  be 
the  same,  or  even  possibly  more  emcacious;  and 
that  this  result  must  be  proportioned  to  the  degree  and  secu- 
rity of  such  an  ascendancy*  A  parliament  absolutely,  and  in 
all  conceivable  circumstances,  under  the  control  of  the  sove- 
reign, whether  through  intimidation  or  corrupt  subservience, 
could  not,  without  absurdity,  be  deemed  a  co-ordinate  power, 
or,  indeed,  in  any  sense,  a  restraint  upon  his  will.  This  is, 
however,  an  extreme  supposition,  which  no  man,  unless  both 
grossly  factious  and  ignorant,  will  ever  pretend  to  have  been 
realised.  But,  as  it  would  equally  contradict  notorious  truth 
to  assert  that  every  vote  has  been  disinterested  and  indepen- 
dent, the  degree  of  influence  which  ought  to  be  permitted,  or 
which  has  at  any  time  existed,  becomes  one  of  the  most  im- 
portant subjects  in  our  constitutional  policy. 

I  have  mentioned  in  the  last  chapter  both  the  provisions 
Attempt!  to  inserted  in  the  act  of  settlement,  with  the  design  of 
xtttrain  it  excludiug  altogether  the  possessor  of  public  office 
from  the  house  of  commons,  and  the  modifications  of  them 
by  several  acts  of  the  queen.  These  were  deemed  by  the 
country  party  so  inadequate  to  restrain  the  dependents  of 
power  from  overspreading  the  benches  of  the  commons  that 
perpetual  attempts  were  made  to  carry  the  exclusive  principle 
to  a  far  greater  length.  In  the  two  next  reigns,  if  we  can 
trust  to  the  uncontradicted  language  of  debate,  or  even  to  tlie 
descriptions  of  individuals  in  the  lists  of  each  parliament,  we 
must  conclude  that  a  very  undue  proportion  of  dependents  on 
the  favour  of  government  were  made  its  censors  and  council- 
lors. There  was  still,  however,  so  much  left  of  an  indepen- 
dent spirit,  that  bills  for  restricting  the  number  of  placemen, 
or  excluding  pensioners,  met  always  with  countenance ;  they 
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were  sometimes  rejected  by  very  slight  majorities ;  and,  after 
a  time,  sir  Robert  Walpole  found  it  expedient  to  reserve  his 
opposition  for  the  surer  field  of  the  other  house.*  After  his 
fall,  it  was  imputed  with  some  justice  to  his  successors,  that 
they  shrunk  in  power  from  the  bold  reformation  which  they 
had  so  frequently  endeavoured;  the  king  was  indignantly 
averse  to  all  retrenchment  of  his  power,  and  they  wanted 
probably  both  the  inclination  and  the  influence  to  cut  o^  all 
corruption.  Yet  we  owe  to  this  ministry  the  pfece-bill  of 
1743,  which,  derided  as  it  was  at  the  time,  seems  piace-wu 
to  have  had  a  considerable  effect ;  excluding  a  great  ^"'^• 
number  of  inferior  officers  from  the  house  of  commons,  which 
has  never  since  contained  so  revolting  a  list  of  court-deputies 
as  it  did  in  the  age  of  Walpole.t 

But  while  this  acknowledged  influence  of  lucrative  office 
might  be  presumed  to  operate  on  many  staunch  secret  cor- 
adherents  of  the  actual  administration,  there  was  '"*'**°"' 
always  a  strong  suspicion,  or  rather  a  general  certainty,  of 
absolute  corruption.  The  proofs  in  single  instances  could 
never  perhaps  be  established ;  which,  of  course,  is  not  sur- 
prising. But  no  one  seriously  called  in  question  the  reality 
of  a  systematic  distribution  of  money  by  the  crown  to  the 
representatives  of  the  people ;  nor  did  the  corrupters  them- 
selves, in  whom  the  crime  seems  always  to  be  deemed  less 


•  By  the  act  of  6  Anne,  c.  7.  all  per-  Coxe's  Walpole,  ii.  537.  673.    A  bill  of  the 

sons  holding  pensions  from  the   crown  same  gentleman  to  limit  the  number  of 

during  pleasure  were  made  incapable  of  placemen  in  the  house  had  so  far  worse 

sitting  in  the  house  of  commons ;  which  success,  that  it  did  not  reach  the  Serbo- 

•was  extended  by  1  Geo.  1.  c.  56.,  to  those  nian  bog.     Pari.  Hist.  xi.  328.     Bishop 

who  held  them  for  any  term  of  years.  But  Sherlock  made  a  speech  against  the  pre- 

tbe  difficulty  was  to  ascertain  the  fact ;  vention  of  corrupt  practices  by  the  pen- 

the    government    refusing    information,  sion  bill,  which,  whether  justly  or  not, 

Mr.  Sandys  accordingly  proposed  a  bill  in  excited  much  indignation,  and  even  gave 

1 730,   by  which   every  member  of  the  rise  to  the  proposal  of  a  bill  for  putting 

ooramons  was  to  take  an  oath  that  he  did  an  end   to    the    translation   of  bishops. 

not  bold  any  such  pension,  and  that,  in  Id.  viii.  847. 

case  of  accepting  one,  he  would  disclose         t  25  Geo.  2.  c.  22.     The  king  came 

it  to  the  house  within  fourteen   days,  very  reluctantly  into  this  measure :    in 

This  was  carried  by  a  small  majority  the  preceding  session  of  1742,  Sandys, 

through  the  commons,  but  rejected  in  the  now  become  chancellor  of  the  exchequer, 

other  house;  which  happened  again  in  had  opposed  it,   though   originally  his 

1734  and  in  1740.  Pari.  Hist.  viii.  789.  ;  own;  alleging  in  no  very  parliamentary 

ix.  369.;  xi.  510.  The  king,  in  an  angry  manner,  that  the  new  ministry  had  not 

note  to  lord  Townshcnd,   on  the   first  yet  been  able  to  remove   his   majesty's 

occasion,  calls   it   "  this  villanous  bill."  prejudices.     Pari.  Hist.  xii.  896. 


428    CONSTITUTIONAL   HISTORY   OF  ENGLAND    [Chap.  XVI. 

heinous,  disguise  it  in  private.*  It  is  true  that  the  appro- 
priation of  supplies,  and  the  established  course  of  the  exche- 
quer, render  the  greatest  part  of  the  pubUc  revenue  secure 
from  misapplication ;  but,  under  the  head  of  secret  service 
money,  a  very  large  sum  was  annually  expended  without 
account,  and  some  other  parts  of  the  civil  list  were  equally 
free  from  all  public  examination.!  The  committee  of  se- 
crecy appointed  after  the  resignation  of  sir  Robert  Walpole 
endeavoured  to  elicit  some  distinct  evidence  of  this  misappli- 
cation ;  but  the  obscurity  natural  to  such  transactions,  and 
the  guilty  collusion  of  subaltern  accomplices,  who  shrouded 
themselves  in  the  protection  of  the  law,  defeated  every  hope 
of  punishment,  or  even  personal  disgrace,  t  This  practice  of 
direct  bribery  continued,  beyond  doubt,  long  afterwards,  and 
is  generally  supposed  to  have  ceased  about  the  termination  of 
the  American  war. 

TTiere  is  hardly  any  doctrine  with  respect  to  our  govern- 
ment more  in  fashion,  than  that  a  considerable  influence  of 
the  crown  (meaning  of  course  a  corrupt  influence)  in  both 
houses  of  parliament,  and  especially  in  the  commons,  has 
been  rendered  indispensable  by  the  vast  enhancement  of  their 
own  power  over  the  public  administration.  It  is  doubtless 
most  expedient  that  many  servants  of  the  crown  should  be 
also  servants  of  the  people ;  and  no  man  who  values  the  con- 
stitution would  separate  the  functions  of  ministers  of  state 


*  Mr.  Fox  declared  to   the  duke  of  count  of  the  method  by  which  payments 

Ne^ycastle,  when  the  office  of  secretary  of  are  made  out  of  the  eicbequer,  though 

state,  and  what  was  called  the  manage-  valuable  in  some  respects,  seems  rather 

ment  of  the  house  of  commons,  was  of-  intended  to  lead  aside    the  unpractised 

fcred  to  him,  **  that  he  never  desired  to  reader. 

touch  a  penny  of  the  secret  service  mo-  ^  This  secret  committee  were  checked 

ney,  or  to  know   the  disposition   of  it,  at  every  step  for  want  of  sufficient  powers, 

farther  than  was  necessary  to  enabie  him  It  is  absurd  to  assert,  like  Mr.  Coze,  that 

to  speak  to  the  members  without  being  ridi-  they  advanced   accusations   which    they 

eubus,**  Dodington's  Diary,  1 5th  March,  could    not    prove,  when  the   means   of 

1754.      H.  Walpole   confirms    this    in  proof  were  withheld.   Scrope  and  Faxton, 

nearly  the  same  words.     Mem.  of  Last  the  one  secretary,  the  other  solicitor,  to 

Ten  Years,  i.  332.  the  treasury,  being  examined  about  very 

•f-  In  Coxe*s  Memoirs  of  Sir  R.  Wal-  large  sums  traced   to  their  hands,  and 

pole,  iii.  609.,  we  have  the  draught,*  by  other  matters,  refused  to  answer  questions 

that  minister,  of  an  intended  vindication  that  might  crhninate  themselves ;  and  a 

of  himself  after  his  retirement  from  office,  bill  to  indemnify  evidence  was  lost  in  the 

in  order  to  show  the  impossibility  of  mis-  upper  house.       Pari.  Hist.  xiL  6S5.  et 

applying  public  money,  which,  however,  post, 
ho  does  not  show ;  and  his  elaborate  ae- 
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from  those  of  legislators.  The  glory  that  waits  on  wisdom 
and  eloquence  in  the  senate,  should  always  he  the  great  prize 
of  an  English  statesman,  and  his  high  road  to  the  sovereign's 
favour.  But  the  maxim  that  private  vices  are  public  benefits 
is  as  sophistical  as  it  is  disgusting;  and  it  is  self-evident, 
both  that  the  expectation  of  a  clandestine  recompense,  or 
what  in  effect  is  the  same  thing,  of  a  lucrative  office,  cannot 
be  the  motive  of  an  upright  man  in  his  vote,  and  that  if  an 
entire  parliament  should  be  composed  of  such  venal  spirits, 
there  would  be  an  end  of  all  control  upon  the  crown.  There 
is  no  real  cause  to  apprehend  that  a  virtuous  and  enlightened 
government  would  find  difficulty  in  resting  upon  the  reputa- 
tion justly  due  to  it ;  especially  when  we  throw  into  the 
scale  that  species  of  influence  which  must  ever  subsist,  the 
sentiment  of  respect  and  loyalty  to  a  sovereign,  of  friendship 
and  gratitude  to  a  minister,  of  habitual  confidence  in  those 
intrusted  with  power,  of  averseness  to  confusion  and  untried 
change,  which  have  in  fact  more  extensive  operation  than  any 
sordid  motives,  and  which  must  almost  always  render  them 
unnecessary. 

III.  The  co-operation  of  both  houses  of  parliament  with 
the  executive  government  enabled  the  latter  to  con-  commit- 
vert  to  its  own  purpose  what  had  often  in  former  KSSiof 
times   been   employed    against   it,    the    power   of  '^'*^"*«*^- 
inflicting  punishment  for  breach  of  privilege.     But  as  the 
subject  of  parliamentary  privilege  is  of  no  slight  importance, 
it  will  be  convenient  on  this  occasion  to  bring  the  whole  before 
the  reader  in  as  concise  a  summary  as  possible,  distinguishing 
the  power,  as  it  relates  to  offences  committed  by  members  of 
either  house,  or  against  them  singly,  or  the  houses  of  parlia- 
ment collectively,  or  against  the  government  and  the  public. 

1.  It  has  been  the  constant  practice  of  the  house  of  com- 
mons to  repress  disorderly  or  indecent  behaviour  by  a  censure 
delivered  through  the  speaker.  Instances  of  this  are  even 
noticed  in  the  journals  under  Edward  VI.  and  Mary  ;  and  it 
is  in  fact  essential  to  the  regular  proceedings  of  any  assembly. 
In  the  former  reign  they  also  committed  one  of  their  members 
to  the  Tower.  But  in  the  famous  case  of  Arthur 
Hall  in  1581,  they  established  the  first  precedent  of  bewSJ" 
punishing  one  of  their  own  body  for  a  printed  libel  °  *"***" 
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derogatory  to  them  as  a  part  of  the  legislature ;  and  they 
inflicted  the  threefold  penalty  of  imprisonment,  fine,  and 
expulsion.*  From  this  time  forth  it  was  understood  to  be 
the  law  and  usage  of  parliament,  that  the  commons  might 
commit  to  prison  any  one  of  their  members  for  misconduct  in 
the  house,  or  relating  to  it.t  The  right  of  imposing  a  fine 
was  very  rarely  asserted  after  the  instance  of  Hall.  But  that 
of  expulsion,  no  earlier  precedent  whereof  has  been  recorded, 
became  as  indubitable  as  frequent  and  unquestioned  usage 
could  render  it.  It  was  carried  to  a  great  excess  by  the 
long  parliament,  and  again  in  the  year  1680.  These,  how- 
ever, were  times  of  extreme  violence;  and  the  prevailing 
faction  had  an  apology  in  the  designs  of  the  court,  which 
required  an  energy  beyond  the  law  to  counteract  them.  The 
offences  too,  which  the  whigs  tlius  punished  in  1680,  were 
in  their  effect  against  the  power  and  even  existence  of  parlia- 
ment. The  privilege  was  far  more  unwarrantably  exerted 
by  the  opposite  party  in  1714',  against  sir  Richard  Steele, 
expelled  the  house  for  writing  the  Crisis,  a  pamphlet  reflect^ 
ing  on  the  ministry.  This  was,  perhaps,  the  first  instance 
wherein  the  house  of  commons  so  identified  itself  with  the 
executive  administration,  independently  of  the  sovereign's 
person,  as  to  consider  itself  libelled  by  those  who  impugned 
its  measures,  t 

In  a  few  instances  an  attempt  was  made  to  carry  this  far- 
ther, by  declaring  the  party  incapable  of  sitting  in  parliament. 
It  is  hardly  necessary  to  remark  that  upon  this  rested  the 
celebrated  question  of  the  Middlesex  election  in  1769*  If  & 
few  precedents,  and  those  not  before  the  year  1680,  were  to 
determine  all  controversies  of  constitutional  law,  it  is  plain 
enough  from  the  journals  that  the  house  have  assumed  the 

•  See  vol.  i.  pp.  267,  268.  governor    of   the    Tower  required  the 

f  [In  the  case  of  Mr.  Manley,  com-  speaker*s  warrant  to  be  backed  by  the 

mitted  Not.  9.  1 696,  for  saying  in  the  secretary  of  state ;  with  which  the  cotn- 

delwte  on  sir  John  Fen  wick's  attainder,  mons  thought  fit  to  put  up,  though  it 

that  it  would  not  be  the  first  time  peo-  cut  at  the  root  of  the  privilege  of  impri- 

ple  have  repented  of  making  their  court    soning  propria  jure 1845.] 

to  the  government  at  the  hazard  of  the  \   Pari.  Hist  vi.  1265.    Walpole  says, 

liberties  of  the  people,  the  speaker  issued  in  speaking  for  Steele,  "the  lilierty  of 

his  warrant  to  the  lieutenant  of  the  Tower  the  press  is  unrestrained ;  how  then  shall 

to   receive  him.      Commons*  Journals,  a  part  of  the  legislature  dare  to  punish 

It  will  be  remembered,  that  in  1810,  on  that  as  a  crime,  which  is  not  declared  to 

the  committal  of  sir   F.   Burdett,   the  l>e  ao  by  any  law  framed  by  the  whole?" 
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power  of  incapacitation.  But  as  such  an  authority  is  highly 
dangerous  and  unnecessary  for  any  good  purpose,  and  as, 
according  to  all  legal  rules,  so  extraordinary  a  power  could 
not  be  suj^rted  except  by  a  sort  of  prescription  which  cannot 
be  shown,  the  final  resolution  of  the  house  of  commons,  which 
condemned  the  votes  passed  in  times  of  great  excitement, 
appears  far  more  consonant  to  just  principles. 

2.  The  power  of  each  house  of  parliament  over  those  who 
do  not  belong  to  it  is  of  a  more  extensive  consider-  ©r  stranger. 
ation,  and  has  lain  open,  in  some  respects,  to  more  g£„S;"^~ 
doubt  than  that  over  its  own  members.    It  has  been  "*™^"* 
exercised,  in  the  first  place,  very  frequently,  and  from  an 
early  period,  in  order  to  protect  the  members  personally,  and 
in  their  properties,  from  any  thing  which  has  been  construed 
to  interfere  with  the  discharge  of  their  functions.    Every  ob- 
struction in  these  duties,  by  assaulting,  challenging,  insulting 
any  single  representative  of  the  commons,  has  from  the  middle 
of  the  sixteenth  century  downwards,  that  is,  from  the  begin- 
ning of  their  regular  journals,  been  justly  deemed  a  breach 
of  privilege,  and  an  offence  against  the  whole  body.     It  has 
been  punished  generally  by  commitment,  either  to  the  custody 
of  the  house's  officer,  the  serjeant-at-arms,  or  to  the  king's 
prison.     This  summary  proceeding  is  usually  defended  by  a 
technical  analogy  to  what  are  called  attachments  for   con- 
tempt, by  which  every  court  of  record  is  entitled  to  punish 
by  imprisonment,  if  not  also  by  fine,  any  obstruction  to  its 
acts  or  contumacious  resistance  of  them.     But  it  tended  also 
to  raise  the  dignity  of  parliament  in  the  eyes  of  the  people, 
at  times  when  the  government,  and  even  the  courts  of  justice, 
were  not  greatly  inclined  to  regard  it ;  and  has  been  also  a 
necessary  safeguard  against  the  insolence  of  power.     The 
majority  are  bound  to  respect,  and  indeed  have  respected, 
the  rights  of  every  member,  however  obnoxious  to  them,  on 
all  questions  of  privilege.     Even  in  the  case  most  likely  to 
occur  in  the  present  age,  that  of  libels,  which  by  no  unrea- 
sonable stretch  come  under  the  head  of  obstructions,  it  would 
be  unjust  that  a  patriotic  legislator,  exposed  to  calumny  for 
his  zeal  in  the  public  cause,  should  be  necessarily  driven  to  a 
troublesome  and  uncertain  process  at  law,  when  the  offence 
so  manifestly  affects  the  real  interests  of  parliament  and  the 
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nation.  The  application  of  this  principle  must  of  course  re- 
quire a  discreet  temper,  which  was  not  perhaps  always  ob- 
served in  former  times,  especially  in  the  reign  of  William  III. 
Instances  at  least  of  punishment  for  breach  of  privilege  by 
personal  reflections  are  never  so  common  as  in  the  journals 
of  that  turbulent  period. 

The  most  usual  mode  however  of  incurring  the  animad- 
or  for  version  of  the  house  was  by  molestations  in  regard 
afSIirt'the  to  property.  It  was  the  most  ancient  privilege  of 
house.  ^j^g  commons  to  be  free  from  all  legal  process,  dur- 
ing the  term  of  the  session  and  for  forty  days  before  and 
after,  except  on  charges  of  treason,  felony,  or  breach  of 
the  peace.  I  have  elsewhere  mentioned  the  great  case  of 
Ferrers,  under  Henry  VII L,  wherein  the  house  first,  as  far 
as  we  know,  exerted  the  power  of  committing  to  prison 
those  who  had  been  concerned  in  arresting  one  of  its  mem- 
bers ;  and  have  shown  that,  after  some  little  intermission, 
this  became  their  recognized  and  customary  right.  Number- 
less instances  occur  of  its  exercise.  It  was  not  only  a  breach 
of  privilege  to  serve  any  sort  of  process  upon  them,  but  to 
put  them  under  the  necessity  of  seeking  redress  at  law  for 
any  civil  injury.  Thus  abundant  cases  are  found  in  the 
journals,  where  persons  have  been  connnitted  to  prison  for 
entering  on  the  estates  of  members,  carrying  away  timber, 
lopping  trees,  digging  coal,  fishing  in  their  waters.  Their 
servants,  and  even  their  tenants,  if  the  trespass  were  such  as 
to  afiect  the  landlord's  property,  had  the  same  protection.* 
The  grievance  of  so  unparalleled  an  immunity  must  have 
been  notorious,  since  it  not  only  suspended  at  least  the 
redress  of  creditors,  but  enabled  rapacious  men  to  establish 
in  some  measure  unjust  claims  in  respect  of  property ;  the 
alleged  trespasses  being  generally  founded  on  some  disputed 
right.  An  act  however  was  passed,  rendering  the  members 
of  both  houses  liable  to  civil  suits  during  the  prorogation  of 
parliament.t  But  they  long  continued  to  avenge  the  private 
injuries,  real  or  pretended,  of  their  members.  On  a  com- 
plaint of  breach  of  privilege  by  trespassing  on  a  fishery 

*  The  instances  are  so  numerous,  that  any  thing  could  be  done  disagreeable  to 

to  select  a  few  would  perhaps  give  an  a  member,  of  which  he  might  not  inform 

inadequate  notion  of  the  vast  extension  the  house  and  cause  it  to  be  punished, 

which  privilege  received.    In  fact,  hardly  f  12  Will.  S.  c.  3. 
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(Jan.  25.  I768),  they  heard  evidence  on  both  sides,  and  de- 
termined that  no  breach  of  privilege  had  been  committed ; 
thus  indirectly  taking  on  them  the  decision  of  a  freehold 
right.  A  few  days  after  they  came  to  a  resolution,  "  that  in 
case  of  any  complaint  of  a  breach  of  privilege,  hereafter  to 
be  made  by  any  member  of  this  house,  if  the  house  shall 
adjudge  there  is  no  ground  for  such  complaint,  the  house 
will  order  satisfaction  to  the  person  complained  of  for  his 
costs  and  expenses  incurred  by  reason  of  such  complaint."  * 
But  httle  opportunity  was  given  to  try  the  effect  of  this 
resolution,  an  act  having  passed  in  two  years  afterwards, 
which  has  altogether  taken  away  the  exemption  from  legal 
process,  except  as  to  the  immunity  from  personal  arrest, 
which  still  continues  to  be  the  privilege  of  both  houses  of 
parliament,  t 

3.  A  more  important  class  of  offences  against  privilege  is 
of  such  as  affect  either  house  of  parliament  collectively.  In 
the  reign  of  Elizabeth  we  have  an  instance  of  one  committed 
for  disrespectful  words  against  the  commons.  A  few  others, 
either  for  words  spoken  or  published  libels,  occur  in  the  reign 
of  Charles  I.  even  before  the  long  parhament ;  but  those  of 
1641  can  have  little  weight  as  precedents,  and  we  may  say 
nearly  the  same  of  the  unjustifiable  proceedings  in  1680. 
Even  since  the  revolution,  we  find  too  many  proofs  of  en- 
croaching pride  or  intemperate  passion,  to  which  a  numerous 
assembly  is  always  prone,  and  which  the  prevalent  doctrine 
of  the  house's  absolute  power  in  matters  of  privilege  has  not 
contributed  much  to  restrain.  The  most  remarkable  may  be 
briefly  noticed. 

The  commons  of  I7OI,  wherein  a  tory  spirit  was  strongly 
predominant,  by  what  were  deemed  its  factious  delays  in 
voting  supplies,  and  in  seconding  the  measures  of  the  king 
for  the  security  of  Europe,  had  exasperated  all  those  who  saw 
the  nation's  safety  in  vigorous  preparations  for  war,  and  pro- 
voked at  last  the  lords  to  the  most  angry  resolution  which 


*  Journals,   11th  Feb.     It  had  been  amended,  I  presume,  in  consequence  of 

originally  proposed,   that   the   member  some  doubt  as  to  the  power  of  the  house 

making  the   complaint  .should  pay  the  to  enforce  it. 
party's  costs  and  expenses ;   which  was        f  10  G.  3.  c.  50. 

VOL.  II.  F  F 
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one  house  of  parliament  in  a  matter  not  affecting  its  privileges 
has  ever  recorded  against  the  other,*  The  grand  jury  of 
Kent,  and  other  freeholders  of  the  county,  presented  accord- 
ingly a  petition  on  the  8th  of  May,  I7OI,  imploring 
MCttto?  of  them  to  turn  their  loyal  addresses  into  bills  of  supply 
'"^*  (the  only  phrase  in  the  whole  petition  that  could  be 
construed  into  disrespect),  and  to  enable  his  majesty  to  assist 
his  allies  before  it  should  be  too  late.  The  tory  faction  was 
wrought  to  fury  by  this  honest  remonstrance.  They  voted 
that  the  petition  was  scandalous,  insolent,  and  seditious,  tend- 
ing to  destroy  the  constitution  of  parliament,  and  to  subvert 
the  established  government  of  this  realm ;  and  ordered  that 
Mr.  Colepepper,  who  had  been  most  forward  in  presenting 
the  petition,  and  all  others  concerned  in  it,  should  be  taken 
into  custody  of  the  serjeant.t  Though  no  attempt  was  made 
pn  this  occasion  to  call  the  authority  of  the  house  into  question 
by  habeas  corpus  or  other  legal  remedy,  it  was  discussed  in 
pamphlets  and  in  general  conversation,  with  little  advantage 

*  Resolved,  That  wliatever  ill  conse-  house  of  commons  addressed  Uie  king,  to 

quences  may  arise  from  the  so  long  de-  cause  him   to    be  apprehended ;    upoo 

ferring  the  supplies  for  the  year*s  service,  which  he  surrendered  himself.     In  the 

arc  to  be  attributed  to  the  fatal  counsel  nextparliament,wbichmet30th  Dee.  1701, 

of  putting  off  the  meeting  of  a  parliament  he  had  been  a  candidate  for  Maidstone, 

so  long,  and  to  unnecessary  delays  of  the  and,  another  being  returned,  petitioned 

house   of   commons.      Lords*  Journals,  the  house,  who,  having  resolved  first  in 

SSd  June,  1701.     The  commons  had  pre-  favour  of  the  opposite  party,  proceeded 

viously  come  to  a  vote,  that  all  the  ill  to  vote  Colepepper  guilty  of  '*  scanda^ 

consequences  which  may  at  this  time  at-  lous,  villainous,  and  groundless  reflections 

tend  the  delay  of  the  supplies  granted  by  upon  the  late  house  of  commons  ;  **  and, 

the  commons  for  the  preserving  the  pub-  having  committed  him  to  Newgate,  di- 

Hc  peace,   and  maintaining  the  balance  rected  the  attorney-general  to  prosecute 

of  Europe,  are  to  be  imputed  to  those  him  for  the  said  offences.     ParL  Hist. 

who,  to  procure  an  indemnity  for  their  v.    13S9.       Ralph,   1015.      Colepepper 

own  enormous  crimes,  have  used  their  gave  way  to  this  crushing  pressure,  and 

utmost  endeavours  to  make  a  breach  be-  having  not  long  afterwards  (Pari.  Hist. 

tween  the  two  houses.     Commons*  Jour-  vi.  95.)  petitioned  the   house,   and  ac- 

nals,  20th  June.  knowledged  himself  at  the  bar  sorry  £ar 

t  Journals,  8th  May.     Pari.  Hist.  v.  the  scandalous  and  seditious  practices  by 

1250.     Ralph,  947.     This  historian,  who  him  acted  against  the  honour  and  privi- 

generally  affects  to  take  the  popular  side,  leges  of  that  house,  &c.,  they  addressed 

inveighs  against  this  petition,  because  the  the  queen  to  stop   proceedings  against 

tories  had  a  majority  in  the  commons,  him.     But  a  resolution  was  passed,  16th 

His  partiality,  arising  out  of  a  dislike  to  Feb.  1702,  at  the  same  time  with  others 

the  king,  is  very  manifest  throughout  the  directed  against  Colepepper,  That  it  is 

second  volume.     He  is  forced  to  admit  the  undoubted  right   of  the  people  of 

afterwards,  that  the  house  disgusted  the  England  to  petition  or  address  the  Ka^, 

people  by  their  votes  on  this  occasion,  for  the  calling,  sitting,  or  dissolving  of 

P.  976.       [Colepepper   having   escaped  parliaments,  or  for  the  redressing  of  griev- 

from  the  custody  of  the  Serjeant,  the  ances.     Pari.  Hist  v.  1340. — 1845.] 
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to  a  power  so  arbitrary,  and  so  evidently  abused  in  the  im- 
mediate instance.* 

*  History  of  the   Kentish    Petition,  the  constitution  of  parliament  and  sub- 
Somers  Tracts,  si.  242.  Legion*8  Paper,     vert  the  established  government,  could  be 
Id.  264.     Vindication  of  the  Rights  of  founded  on  no  pretence  but  its  unusual 
the  Commons  (either  by  Harley  or  sir  Interference  with  the  counsels  of  the  le- 
Humphrey  Mack  worth).   Id.  276.   This  gislature.     With  this  exception,  I  am  not 
contains  in  many  respects  constitutional  aware  (stating  this,  however,  with  some 
principles ;    but  the  author  holds  very  diffidence)  of  any  merely  political  peti- 
stroiig  language  about  the  right  of  peti-  tion  before  the  Septennial  bill  in  1717> 
tioning.       After  quoting  the  statute  of  against  which  several  were  presented  from 
Charles  II.  against  tumults  on  pretence  corporate  towns  ;  one  of  which  was  re- 
ef presenting  petitions,  he   says :  **  By  jected  on  account  of  language  that  the 
this  statute  it  may  be  observed,  that  not  house  thought  indecent ;  and  as  to  these 
only  the  number  of  persons  is  restrained,  it  may  be  observed,  that  towns  returning 
but  the  occasion  also  for  which  they  may  members  to  parliament  had  a  particular 
petition ;  which  is  for  the  alteration  of  concern  in  the  measure  before  the  house, 
matters  established  in  church  or  state,  for     They  relate,  however,  no  doubt,  to  ge- 
want  whereof  some  inconvenience  may  neral  policy,   and   seem  to  establish  a 
arise  to  that  county  from  which  the  peti-  popular  principle  which  stood  on  little 
tion  shall  be  brought.     For  it  is  plain  by  authority.  I  do  not  of  course  include  the 
the  express  words  and  meaning  of  that  petitions  to  the  long  parliament  in  1 640, 
statute  that  the  grievance  or  matter  of  nor  one  addressed  to  the  Convention,  in 
the  petition  must  arise  in  the  same  county  1689,  from  the  inhabitants  of  London 
as  the  petition  itself.     They  may  indeed  and  Westminster,  pressing  their  declara- 
petition  the  king  for  a  parliament  to  re-  tion  of  William  and  Mary ;  both  in  times 
clress  their  grievances ;  and  they  may  pe-  too  critical  to  furnish  regular  precedents, 
tition  that  parliament  to  make  one  law  [It  may  be  mentioned,  however,  that,  a 
that  is  advantageous,  and  repeal  another  few  months  after' the  revolution,  the  city 
that  is  prejudicial  to  the  trade  or  interest  of  London  added  to  a  petition  to  have 
of  that  county ;  but  they  have  no  power  their  ancient   right  of   choosing   their 
by  this  statute,  nor  by  the  constitution  sheriflb  restored  to  them,  a  prayer,  that 
of  the  English  government,  to  direct  the  the  king  might  be  enabled  to  make  use 
parliament   in   the  general  proceedings  of  the  service  of  all  his  protestant  sub- 
c»>nceming  the  whole  kingdom ;  for  the  jects ;  that  is,  that  the   test   might  be 
law  declares  that  a  general  consultation  abrogated.    Pari.  Hist.  v.  S59.     It  was 
of  all  the  wise  representatives  of  parlia-  carried  by  174  to  147  that  this  petition 
nient  is  more  for  the  safety  of  England  should  be  read. — 1845.]     But  as  the  po* 
tban  the  hasty  advice  of  a  number  of  pe-  pular  principles  of  government    grew 
titioners  of  a  private  county,  of  a  grand  more  established,  the  right  of  petitioning 
jury,  or  of  a  few  justices  of  the  peace,  on  general  grounds  seems  to  have  been 
who  seldom  have  a  true  state  of  the  case  better  recognised  ;  and  instances  may  be 
represented  to  them."     P.  SIS*  found,  during  the  administration  of  sir 
These  are  certainly  what  must  appear  Robert    Walpole,    though  sCill   by  no 
in  the  present  day  very  strange  limita-  means  frequent.     Pari.   Hist.   xii.  119. 
tions  of  the  subject's   right  to  petition  [In  the  South  Sea  crisis,  1721,  many 
either  house  of  parliament     But  it  is  petitions   were   presented,   praying    for 
really  true  that  such  a  right  was  not  ge-  justice  on  the  directors.     Pari.  Hist  vii. 
nerally  recognised,  nor  frequently  exer-  763.— 1845.1     The  city  of  London  pre- 
cised, in  so  large  an  extent  as  is  now  held  sented  a  petition  against  the  bill  for  na- 
unquestionable.     We  may  search  whole  turalization  of  the  Jews,  in  1 75S,  as  he- 
volumes  of  the  journals,  while  the  most  ing  derogatory  to  the  Christian  religion 
animating  topics  were  in  discussion,  with-  as  well  as  detrimental  to  trade.     Id.  xiv. 
out  finding  a  single  instance  of  such  an  1417.     It  caused  however  some  animad- 
interposition  of  the  constituent  with  the  version ;  for  Mr.  Northey,  in  the  debate 
representative  body.     In  this  particular  next  session  on  the  proposal  to  repeal 
oaae  of  the  Kentish  petition,  the  words  in  this  bill,  alluding  to  this  very  petition, 
the  resolution,  that  it  tended  to  destroy  and  to  the  comments  Mr.  Pelham  made 
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A  very  few  years  after  this  high  exercise  of  authority,  it 
Dispute  with  was  called  forth  in  another  case,  still  more  remark- 
Ajfeibio^'  able  and  even  less  warrantable.  The  house  of  com- 
eiection.  mous  had  an  undoubted  right  of  determining  all 
disputed  returns  to  the  writ  of  election,  and  consequently  of 
judging  upon  the  right  of  every  vote.  But,  as  the  house 
eould  not  pretend  that  it  had  given  this  right,  or  that  it  was 
not,  like  any  other  franchise,  vested  in  die  possessor  by  a 
legal  title,  no  pretext  of  reason  or  analogy  could  be  set 
up,  for  denying  that  it  might  also  come,  in  an  indirect 
manner  at  least,  before  a  court  of  justice,  and  be  judged  by 
the  common  principles  of  law.  One  Ashby,  however,  a 
burgess  of  Aylesbury,  having  sued  the  returning  officer  for 
refusing  his  vote ;  and  three  judges  of  the  king's  bench, 
against  the  opinion  of  chief-justice  Holt,  having  determined 
for  different  reasons  that  it  did  not  lie,  a  writ  of  error  was 
brought  in  the  house  of  lords,  when  the  judgment  was 
reversed.  The  house  of  commons  took  this  up  indignantly, 
and  passed  various  resolutions,  asserting  their  exclusive  right 


on  it,  as  <*  «o  like  the  famous  Kentish  nrar,  which  would  undoubtedly  have  been 
petition,  that  if  they  had  been  treated  in  rejected  with  indignation  in  any  earlier 
the  same  manner  it  would  have  been  stage  of  our  constitution.  It  may  be 
what  they  deserved,**  observes  in  reply,  remarked  also  that  petitions  against  bills 
that  the  **  right  of  petitioning  either  the  imposing  duties  are  not  rec^ved,  pn>> 
king  or  the  parliament  in  a  decent  and  babty  on  the  principle  that  they  are  in- 
submissive  manner,  and  without  any  tended  for  the  general  interests,  though 
riotous  appearance,  against  any  thing  affecting  the  parties  who  thus  oomphun 
they  think  may  affbct  their  religion  and  of  them.  Hatsell,  iii.  200. 
liberties,  will  never,  I  hope,  be  taken  The  convocation  of  public  meetings 
from  the  subject**  Id.  xv.  149.  ;  see  for  the  debate  of  political  questions,  as 
also  376.  And  it  is  very  remarkable  preparatory  to  such  Addresses  or  ped- 
that  notwithstanding  the  violent  clamour  tions,  is  still  less  according  to  the  prac- 
excited  by  that  unfortunate  statute,  no  tice  and  precedents  of  our  ancestors ;  om 
petitions  for  its  repeal  are  to  be  found  in  does  it  appear  that  the  sheriffs  or  other 
the  journals.  They  are  equally  silent  magistrates  are  more  invested  with  a 
with  regard  to  the  marriage  act,  another  right  of  convening  or  presiding  in  asaem- 
topic  of  popular  obloquy.  Some  peti-  blies  of  this  nature  than  any  other  por- 
tions appear  to  have  been  presented  sons ;  though  within  the  bounds  of  the 
against  the  bill  for  naturalization  of  fo-  public  peace,  it  would  not  perhaps  be 
reign  protestants  ;  but  probably  on  the  contended  that  they  have  ever  been  ud- 
ground  of  its  injurious  effect  on  the  par-  lawful.  But  that  their  origin  can  be 
ties  themselves.  The  great  multiplica-  distinctly  traced  higher  than  the  yesr 
tion  of  petitions  on  matters  wholly  un»  1769,  I  am  not  prepared  to  assert.  It 
connected  with  particular  interests  cannot,  will  of  course  be  understood,  that  tlus 
I  believe,  be  traced  higher  than  those  note  is  merely  historical,  and  without 
for  the  abolition  of  the  slave  trade  in  reference  to  the  expediency  of  that  change 
1787  ;  though  a  few  were  presented  for  in  our  constitutional  theory  which  it 
reform*  about  the  end  of  the  American  illustrates. 
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to  take  cc^izance  of  all  matters  relating  to  the  election 
of  their  members.  The  lords  repelled  these  by  contrary 
resolutions:  That  by  the  known  laws  of  this  kingdom, 
every  person  having  a  right  to  give  his  vote,  and  being 
wilfully  denied  by  the  officer  who  ought  to  receive  it,  may 
maintain  an  action  against  such  officer  to  recover  damage  for 
the  injury ;  That  the  contrary  assertion  is  destructive  of  the 
property  of  the  subject,  and  tends  to  encourage  corruption 
and  partiality  in  returning  officers ;  That  the  declaring 
persons  guilty  of  breach  of  privilege  for  prosecuting  such 
actions,  or  for  soliciting  and  pleading  in  them,  is  a  manifest 
assuming  a  power  to  control  the  law,  and  hinder  the  course 
of  justice,  and  subject  the  property  of  Englishmen  to  the 
arbitrary  votes  of  die  house  of  commons.  They  ordered  a 
copy  of  these  resolutions  to  be  sent  to  all  the  sheriffs,  and  to 
be  communicated  by  them  to  all  the  boroughs  in  their  re- 
spective counties. 

A  prorogation  soon  afterwards  followed,  but  served  only 
to  give  breathing  time  to  the  exasperated  parties  ;  for  it  must 
be  observed,  that  though  a  sense  of  dignity  and  privilege  no 
doubt  swelled  the  majorities  in  each  house,  the  question  was 
very  much  involved  in  the  general  whig  and  tory  course  of 
politics.  But  Ashby,  during  the  recess,  having  proceeded  to 
execution  on  his  judgment,  and  some  other  actions  having  been 
brought  against  the  returning  officer  of  Aylesbury,  the  com- 
mons again  took  it  up,  and  committed  the  parties  to  New- 
gate* They  moved  the  court  of  king's  bench  for  a  habeas 
corpus ;  upon  the  return  to  which,  the  judges,  except  Holt, 
thought  themselves  not  warranted  to  set  them  at  liberty 
against  the  commitment  of  the  house.*  It  was  threatened 
to  bring  this  by  writ  of  error  before  the  lords ;  and,  in  the 
disposition  of  that  assembly,  it  seems  probable  that  they  would 
have  inflicted  a  severe  wound  on  the  privileges  of  the  lower 
house,  which  must  in  all  probability  have  turned  out  a  sort 
of  suicide  upon  their  own.  But  the  commons  interposed  by 
resolving  to  commit  to  prison  the  counsel  and  agents  con- 
cerned in  prosecuting  the  habeas  corpus,  and  by  addressing 
the  queen  not  to  grant  a  writ  of  error.    The  queen  properly 

•  Stole  Trials,  xiv.  849. 
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answered,  that  as  this  matter,  relating  to  the  course  of  judicial 
proceedings,  was  of  the  highest  consequence,  she  thought  it 
necessary  to  weigh  very  carefully  what  she  should  do.  The 
lords  came  to  some  important  resolutions :  That  neither  house 
of  parliament  hadi  any  power  by  any  vote  or  declaration  to 
create  to  themselves  any  new  privilege  that  is  not  warranted 
by  the  known  laws  and  customs  of  parliament ;  That  the 
house  of  commons,  in  committing  to  Newgate  certain  persons 
for  prosecuting  an  action  at  law,  upon  pretence  that  their  so 
doing  was  contrary  to  a  declaration,  a  contempt  of  the  juris- 
diction, and  a  breach  of  the  privileges  of  that  house,  have 
assumed  to  themselves  alone  a  legislative  power,  by  pretend- 
ing to  attribute  the  force  of  law  to  their  declaration,  have 
elaimed  a  jurisdiction  not  warranted  by  the  constitution,  and 
have  assumed  a  new  privilege,  to  which  they  can  show  no 
title  by  the  law  and  custom  of  parliament ;  and  have  thereby, 
as  far  as  in  them  lies,  subjected  the  rights  of  Englishmen, 
and  the  freedom  of  their  persons,  to  the  arbitrary  votes  of 
the  house  of  commons  ;  That  every  Englishman,  who  is  im- 
prisoned by  any  authority  whatsoever,  has  an  undoubted 
right  to  a  writ  of  habeas  corpus,  in  order  to  obtain  his  liberty 
by  the  due  course  of  law ;  That  for  the  house  of  commons  to 
punish  any  person  for  assisting  a  prisoner  to  procure  such  a 
writ  is  an  attempt  of  dangerous  consequence,  and  a  breach  of 
the  statutes  provided  for  the  liberty  of  the  subject ;  That  a 
writ  of  error  is  not  of  grace  but  of  right,  and  ought  not  to 
be  denied  to  the  subject  when  duly  applied  for,  though  at  the 
request  of  either  house  of  parliament. 

These  vigorous  resolutions  produced  a  conference  between 
the  houses,  which  was  managed  with  more  temper  than 
might  have  been  expected  from  the  tone  taken  on  both  sides. 
But,  neither  of  them  receding  in  the  slightest  degree,  the 
lords  addressed  the  queen,  requesting  her  to  issue  the  writs 
of  error  demanded  upon  the  refusal  of  the  king's  bench  to 
discharge  the  parties  committed  by  the  house  of  commons* 
The  queen  answered  the  same  day  that  she  should  have 
g^ranted  the  writs  of  error  desired  by  them,  but  finding  an 
absolute  necessity  of  putting  an  immediate  end  to  the  session, 
she  was  sensible  there  could  have  been  no  further  proceeding 
upon  them.    The  meaning  of  this  could  only  be,  that  by  a  pro- 
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rogation  all  commitments  by  order  of  the  lower  house  of  parlia- 
ment are  determined,  so  that  the  parties  could  stand  in  no  need 
of  a  habeas  corpus.  But  a  great  constitutional  question  was 
thus  wholly  eluded.* 

We  may  reckon  the  proceedings  against  Mr.  Alexander 
Murray,  in  1751,  among  the  instances  wherein  the  Proceed. 
house  of  commons  has  been  hurried  by  passion  to  MpiKurny 
an  undue  violence.  This  gentleman  had  been  ac-  "'  ^^^'' 
tive  in  a  contested  Westminster  election,  on  an  anti-minis- 
terial and  perhaps  Jacobite  interest.  In  the  course  of  an 
mquiry  before  the  house,  founded  on  a  petition  against  the 
return,  the  high-bailiff  named  Mr.  Murray  as  having  in- 
sulted him  in  the  execution  of  his  duty.  The  house  re- 
solved to  hear  Murray  by  counsel  in  his  defence,  and 
the  high-bailiff  also  by  counsel  in  support  of  the  charge, 
and  ordered  the  former  to  give  bail  for  his  appearance 
from  time  to  time.  These,  especially  the  last,  were  inno- 
vations on  the  practice  of  parliament,  and  were  justly  op- 
posed by  the.  more  cool-headed  men.  After  hearing  wit- 
nesses on  both  sides,  it  was  resolved  that  Murray  should  be 
committed  to  Newgate,  and  should  receive  this  sentence 
upon  his  knees.  This  command  he  steadily  refused  to  obey, 
and  thus  drew  on  himself  a  storm  of  wrath  at  such  inso- 
lence and  audacity.  But  the  times  were  no  more,  when  the 
commons  could  inflict  whippings  and  pillories  on  the  refrac- 
tory ;  and  they  were  forced  to  content  themselves  with  or- 
dering that  no  person  should  be  admitted  to  him  in  prison, 
which,  on  account  of  his  ill  health,  they  soon  afterwards 
relaxed.  The  public  voice  is  never  favourable  to  such  arbi- 
trary exertions  of  mere  power  :  at  the  expiration  of  the  ses- 
si<M[i,  Mr.  Murray,  thus  grown  from  an  intriguing  Jacobite 
into  a  confessor  of  popular  liberty,  was  attended  home  by  a 
sort  of  triumphal  procession  amidst  the  applause  of  the 
people.  In  the  next  session  he  was  again  committed  on 
the  same  charge ;  a  proceeding  extremely  violent  and  ar- 
bitrary, t 

It  has  been  always  deemed  a  most  important  and  essential 

*   Pari.  Hist.  vi.  225.  et  post.     State     Wa1po1e*8  Memoirs  of  the  last  Ten  Years 
Trials,  xiv.  695.  et  post.  of  George  II.,  i.  15.  et  post, 

f  Pari.  Hist.  xiv.  888.  et  post,   1063. 
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privilege  of  the  houses  of  parliament,  that  they  may  punish 
in  this  summary  manner  by  commitment  all  diose  who  dis- 
obey their  orders  to  attend  as  witnesses,  or  for  any  purposes  of 
their  constitutional  duties.  No  inquiry  could  go  forward 
before  the  house  at  large  or  its  committees,  without  this 
power  to  enforce  obedience ;  especially  when  the  information 
is  to  be  extracted  from  public  officers  against  the  secret 
wishes  of  the  court.  It  is  equally  necessary  (or  rather  more 
so,  since  evidence  not  being  on  oath  in  the  lower  house,  there 
can  be  no  punishment  in  the  course  of  law,)  that  the  contu- 
macy or  prevarication  of  witnesses  should  incur  a  similar 
penalty.  No  man  would  seek  to  take  away  this  authority  from 
parliament,  unless  he  is  either  very  ignorant  of  what  has  oc- 
curred in  other  times  and  his  own,  or  is  a  slave  in  the  fetters 
of  some  general  theory. 

But  far  less  can  be  advanced  for  several  exertions  of  power 
Commit-  ^^  record  in  the  journals,  which  under  the  name  of 
SSS^Ln-  privilege  must  be  reckoned  by  impartial  men  irre- 
witht^  gularities  and  encroachments,  capable  only  at  some 
boiue.  periods  of  a  kind  of  apology  from  the  unsetded 
state  of  the  constitution.  The  commons  began,  in  the  fa* 
mous  or  infamous  case  of  Floyd,  to  arrogate  a  power  of 
animadverting  upon  political  offences,  which  was  then  wrested 
from  them  by  the  upper  house.  But  in  the  first  parliament 
of  Charles  I.  they  committed  Montagu  (afterwards  the  noted 
semi-popish  bishop)  to  the  Serjeant  on  account  of  a  published 
book  containing  doctrines  they  did  not  approve.*  For  this 
was  evidently  the  main  point,  though  he  was  also  charged 
with  reviling  two  persons  who  had  petitioned  the  house, 
which  bore  a  distant  resemblance  to  a  contempt.  In  the 
long  parliament,  even  from  its  commencement,  every  boun- 
dary was  swept  away ;  it  was  sufficient  to  have  displeased 
the  majority  by  act  or  word  ;  but  no  precedents  can  be  de- 
rived from  a  crisis  of  force  struggling  against  force.  If  we 
descend  to  the  reign  of  William  III.,  it  will  be  easy  to  dis- 
cover instances  of  commitments,  laudable  in  their  purpose, 
but  of  such  doubtful  legality  and  dangerous  consequence  that 
no  regard  to  the  motive  should  induce  us  to  justify  the  prece- 

*  Journals,  TU.  9th  July,  1725. 
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dent.  Graham  and  Burton,  the  solicitors  of  the  treasury  in 
all  the  worst  state  prosecutions  under  Charles  and  James, 
and  Jenner,  a  baron  of  the  exchequer,  were  committed  to  the 
Tower  by  the  council  immediately  after  the  king's  proclama^ 
tion,  with  an  intention  of  proceeding  criminally  against  them. 
Some  months  afterwards,  the  suspension  of  the  habeas 
corpus,  which  had  taken  place  by  bill,  having  ceased,  they 
moved  the  king's  bench  to  admit  them  to  bail ;  but  the  house 
of  commons  took  this  up,  and,  after  a  report  of  a  committee 
as  to  precedents,  put  them  in  custody  of  the  serjeant-at-arms.* 
On  complaints  of  abuses  in  victualling  the  navy,  the  commis- 
sioners of  that  department  were  sent  for  in  the  Serjeant's 
custody,  and  only  released  on  bail  ten  days  afterwards,  t 
But,  without  minutely  considering  the  questionable  instances 
of  privilege  that  we  may  regret  to  find,  I  will  select  one 
wherein  the  house  of  commons  appear  to  have  gone  far 
beyond  either  the  reasonable  or  customary  limits  of  privilege, 
and  that  with  very  little  pretext  of  public  necessity.  In  the 
reign  of  George  I.,  a  newspaper  called  Mist's  Journal  was 
notorious  as  the  organ  of  the  Jacobite  faction.  A  passage 
full  of  the  most  impudent  longings  for  the  Pretender's 
restoration  having  been  laid  before  the  house,  it  was  resolved. 
May  28.  I72I9  *^  That  the  said  paper  is  a  false,  malicious, 
scandalous,  infamous,  and 'traitorous  libel,  tending  to  alienate 
the  affections  of  his  majesty's  subjects,  and  to  excite  the 
people  to  sedition  and  rebellion,  with  an  intention  to  subvert 
the  present  happy  establishment,  and  to  introduce  popery  and 
arbitrary  power."  They  went  on  after  this  resolution  to  com- 
mit the  printer  Mist  to  Newgate,  and  to  address  the  king 
that  the  authors  and  publishers  of  the  libel  might  be  prose- 
cuted, t  It  is  to  be  observed  that  no  violation  of  privilege 
either  was,  or  indeed  could  be  alleged  as  the  ground  of  this 
commitment ;  which  seems  to  imply  that  the  house  conceived 
itself  to  be  invested  with  a  general  power,  at  least  in  all 
political  misdemeanours. 

I  have  not  observed  any  case  more  recent  than  this  of 
Mist,  wherein  any  one  has  been  committed  on  a  charge 
which  could  not  possibly  be  interpreted  as  a  contempt  of  the 

«  Commons' Journals,  25th  Oct  1689.  t  ^cl*  ^^  ^^^^ 
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house,  or  a  breach  of  its  privilegne.  It  became,  however,  the 
practice,  without  previously  addressing  the  king,  to  direct  a 
prosecution  by  the  attorney-general  for  offences  of  a  public 
nature,  which  the  commons  had  learned  in  the  course  of  any 
inquiry,  or  which  had  been  formally  laid  before  them.*  This 
seems  to  have  been  introduced  about  the  beginning  of  the 
reign  of  Anne,  and  is  undoubtedly  a  far  more  constitutional 
course  than  that  of  arbitrary  punishment  by  over-straining 
their  privilege.  In  some  instances,  libels  have  been  puUidy 
burned  by  the  order  of  one  or  other  house  of  parliament. 

I  have  principally  adverted  to  the  powers  exerted  by  the 
lower  house  of  parliament,  in  punishing  those  guilty  of  violat- 
ing their  privileges.  It  will,  of  course,  be  understood  that 
the  lords  are  at  least  equal  in  authority.  In  some  respects 
indeed  they  have  gone  beyond.  I  do  not  mean  that  they 
would  be  supposed  at  present  to  have  cognizance  of  any 
offence  whatever,  upon  which  the  commons  could  not  ani* 
madvert.  Notwithstanding  what  they  claimed  in  the  case  of 
Floyd,  the  subsequent  denial  by  the  commons,  and  abandon- 
ment by  themselves,  of  any  original  jurisdiction,  must  stand 
in  the  way  of  their  assuming  such  authority  over  misdemea- 
nours, more  extensively  at  least  than  the  commons,  as  has 
been  shown,  have  in  some  instances  exercised  it.  But,  while 
the  latter  have,  with  very  few  exceptions,  and  none  since  the 
restoration,  contented  themselves  with  commitment  during 
the  session,  the  lords  have  sometimes  imposed  fines,  and,  on 
some  occasions  in  the  reign  of  George  II.,  as  well  as  later, 
have  adjudged  parties  to  imprisonment  for  a  certain  time. 
In  one  instance,  so  late  as  that  reign,  they  sentenced  a  man 
to  the  pillory ;  and  this  had  been  done  several  times  before. 
The  judgments,  however,  of  earlier  ages  give  far  less  credit 
to  the  jurisdiction  than  they  take  from  it.  Besides  the  ever- 
memorable  case  of  Floyd,  one  John  Blount,  about  the  same 
time  (27th  Nov.  1621),  was  sentenced  by  the  lords  to  im- 
prisonment and  hard  labour  in  Bridewell  during  life.t 

*  Lords*   Journals,  10th   Jan.   1702.  taken   up   warmly    by    the    oppoation  | 

Pari.  Hist.  vi.  SI.  commoners,  on  the  ground  that  offences  | 

t  Hargrave*8   Juridical    Arguments,  against   the  goyernment  could  not  be 

vol.  i.   p.  1,  &c.       [In    1677,   the  lords  prosecuted    in    parliament.       Nothing, 

having   committed  one    Dr.   Gary,   for  however,  was  done  by  the  house  ;  so  that 

sending  to  the  press  a  libel,  asserting  the  the  lords  gained  a  victory.     Pari.  HisL 
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It  may  surprise  those  who  have  heard  of  the  happy  balance 
of  the  English  constitution,  of  the  responsibiUty  of  every  man 
to  the  law,  and  of  the  security  of  the  subject  from  all 
unlimited  power,  especially  as  to  personal  freedom,  that  this 
power  of  awarding  punishment  at  discretion  of  the  houses  of 
parliament  is  generally  reputed  to  be  universal  and 
uncontrollable.  This  indeed  was  by  no  means  re-  the  hJ£?i!^ 
eeived  at  the  time  when  the  most  violent  usurpations  by"couruof 
under  the  name  of  privilege  were  first  made ;  the 
power  was  questioned  by  the  royalist  party  who  became  its 
victims,  and,  among  others,  by  the  gallant  Welshman,  judge 
Jenkins,  whom  the  long  parliament  had  shut  up  in  the 
Tower.  But  it  has  been  several  times  brought  into  discus- 
sion before  the  ordinary  tribunals  ;  and  the  result  has  been, 
that  if  the  power  of  parliament  is  not  unlimited  in  right,  there 
is  at  least  no  remedy  provided  against  its  excesses. 

The  house  of  lords  in  1677  committed  to  the  Tower  four 
peers,  among  whom  was  the  earl  of  Shaftesbury,  for  a  high 
contempt ;  that  is,  for  calling  in  question,  during  a  debate, 
the  legBl  continuance  of  parliament  after  a  prorogation  of 
more  than  twelve  months.  Shaftesbury  moved  the  court  of 
king's  bench  to  release  him  upon  a  writ  of  habeas  corpus. 
But  the  judges  were  unanimously  of  opinion,  that  they  had 
no  jurisdiction  to  inquire  into  a  commitment  by  the  lords  of 
one  of  their  body,  or  to  discharge  the  party  during  the  ses- 
sion, even  though  there  might  be,  as  appears  to  have  been 
the  case,  such  technical  informality  on  the  face  of  the  com- 
mitment^ as  would  be  sufficient  in  an  ordinary  case  to  set  it 
aside.* 

Lord  Shaftesbury  was  at  this  time  in  vehement  opposition 
to  the  court.  Without  insinuating  that  this  had  any  effect 
upon  the  judges,  it  is  certain  that  a  few  years  afterwards  they 
were  less  inclined  to  magnify  the  privileges  of  parliament. 
Some  who  had  been  committed,  very  wantonly  and  oppres- 
sively, by  the  commons  in  1680,  under  the  name  of  abhor- 
rers,  brought  actions  for  false  imprisonment  against  Topham, 
the  seijeant-at-arms.  In  one  of  these  he  put  in  what  is  called 
a  plea  to  the  jurisdiction,  denying  the  competence  of  the  court 

•  state  Trials,  ▼!.  1369.     1  Modem  Reports,  159. 
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of  king's  bench,  inasmuch  as  the  alleged  trespass  had  been 
done  by  order  of  the  knights,  citizens,  and  burgesses  of  par- 
liament. But  the  judges  overruled  this  plea,  and  ordered 
him  to  plead  in  bar  to  the  action.  We  do  not  find  that  Top- 
ham  complied  with  this  ;  at  least  judgments  appear  to*  have 
passed  against  him  in  these  actions.*  The  commons,  after 
the  revolution,  entered  on  the  subject,  and  summoned  two  of 
the  late  judges,  Pemberton  and  Jones,  to  their  bar.  Pem- 
berton  answered  that  he  remembered  little  of  the  case ;  but 
if  the  defendant  should  plead  that  he  did  arrest  the  plaintiff 
by  order  of  the  house,  and  should  plead  that  to  the  jurisdic- 
tion of  the  king's  bench,  he  thought,  with  submission,  he 
could  satisfy  the  house  that  such  a  plea  ought  to  be  over- 
ruled, and  that  he  took  the  law  to  be  so  very  clearly.  The 
house  pressed  for  his  reasons,  which  he  rather  declined  to 
give.  But  on  a  subsequent  day  he  fully  admitted  that  the 
order  of  the  house  was  sufficient  to  take  any  one  into  custody, 
but  that  it  ought  to  be  pleaded  in  bar,  and  not  to  the  jurist 
diction,  which  would  be  of  no  detriment  to  the  party,  nor 
affect  his  substantial  defence.  It  did  not  appear  however  that 
he  had  given  any  intimation  from  the  bench  of  so  favourable 
a  leaning  towards  the  rights  of  parliament ;  and  his  present 
language  might  not  uncharitably  be  ascribed  to  the  change  of 
times.  The  house  resolved  that  the  orders  and  proceedings 
of  this  house  being  pleaded  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  court  of 
king's  bench,  ought  not  to  be  overruled ;  that  the  judges  had 
been  guilty  of  a  breach  of  privilege,  and  should  be  taken  into 
custody,  t 

I  have  already  mentioned  that,  in  the  course  of  the  con* 
troversy  between  the  two  houses  oii  the  case  of  Ashby  and 
White,  the  commons  had  sent  some  persons  to  Newgate  for 
suing  the  returning  officer  of  Aylesbury  in  defiance  of  their 
resolutions  ;  and  that,  on  their  application  to  the  king's  bench 
to  be  discharged  on  their  habeas  corpus,  the  m^ority  of  the 
judges  had  refused  it.  Three  judges,  Powis,  Grould^  and 
Powell,  held  that  the  courts  of  Westminster  Hall  could  have 
no  power  to  judge  of  the  commitments  of  the  houses  of  par« 
liament ;  that  they  had  no  means  of  knowing  what  were  the 

*  State  Trials,  zii.  822.      T.  Jones,         f  Journals,     10th»    1 2th,    19th  JuIt. 
Reports,  208.  1689. 
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privileges  of  the  commonsy  and  consequently  could  not  know 
their  boundaries ;  that  the  law  and  custom  of  parliament 
stood  on  its  own  basis,  and  was  not  to  be  decided  by  the 
general  rules  of  law ;  that  no  one  had  ever  been  discharged 
from  such  a  commitment,  which  was  an  argument  that  it 
could  not  be  done.  Holt,  the  chief-justice,  on  the  other  hand, 
maintained  that  no  privilege  of  parliament  could  destroy  a 
man's  right,  such  as  that  of  bringing  an  action  for  a  civil 
injury;  that  neither  house  of  parliament  could  separately 
dispose  of  the  liberty  and  property  of  the  people,  which  could 
only  be  done  by  the  whole  legislature ;  that  the  judges  were 
bound  to  take  notice  of  the  customs  of  parliament,  because 
they  are  part  of  the  law  of  the  laud,  and  might  as  well  be 
learned  as  any  other  part  of  the  law.  ^^  It  is  the  law,''  he 
said,  ^^  that  gives  the  queen  her  prerogative ;  it  is  the  law 
gives  jurisdiction  to  the  house  of  lords,  as  it  is  the  law  limits 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  house  of  commons."  The  eight  other 
judges  having  been  consulted,  though  not  judicially,  are  stated 
to  have  gone  along  with  the  majority  of  the  court,  in  holding 
that  a  commitment  by  either  house  of  parliament  was  not 
cognizable  at  law.  But  from  some  of  the  resolutions  of  the 
lords  on  this  occasion  which  I  have  quoted  above,  it  may  seem 
probable  that,  if  a  writ  of  error  had  been  ever  heard  before 
them,  they  would  have  leaned  to  the  doctrine  of  Holt,  unless 
indeed  withheld  by  the  reflection  that  a  similar  principle  might 
easily  be  extended  to  themselves.* 

It  does  not  appear  that  any  commitment  for  breach  of 
privilege  was  disputed  until  the  year  1751 ;  when  Mr.  Alex- 
ander Murray,  of  whom  mention  has  been  made,  caused  him- 
self to  be  brought  before  the  court  of  king's  bench  on  a  habeas 
corpus.  But  the  judges  were  unanimous  in  refusing  to  dis- 
charge him.  "  The  house  of  commons,"  said  Mr.  Justice 
Wright,  "  is  a  high  court,  and  it  is  agreed  on  all  hands  that 
they  have  power  to  judge  of  their  own  privileges ;  it  need 
not  appear  to  us  what  the  contempt  is  for ;  if  it  did  appear, 
we  could  not  judge  thereof." — "  This  court,"  said  Mr.  Jus- 
tice Denison,  "  has  no  jurisdiction  in  the  present  case.  We 
granted  the  habeas  corpus,  not  knowing  what  the  commitment 

•  State  Trials^  xiv.  849. 
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was  ;  but  now  it  appears  to  be  for  a  contempt  of  the  privfleges 
of  the  house  of  commons.  What  the  privileges  of  either 
house  are  we  do  not  know  ;  nor  need  they  tell  us  what  the 
contempt  was,  because  we  cannot  judge  of  it ;  for  I  must  call 
this  court  inferior  to  the  commons  with  respect  to  judging  of 
their  privileges^  and  contempts  against  them.''  Mr.  Justice 
Foster  agreed  with  the  two  others,  that  the  house  could 
commit  for  a  contempt,  which,  he  said.  Holt  had  never  denied 
in  such  a  case  as  this  before  them.*  It  would  be  unnecessary 
to  produce  later  cases  which  have  occurred  since  the  reign  of 
George  II.,  and  elicited  still  stronger  expressions  from  the 
judges  of  their  incapacity  to  take  cognizance  of  what  may  be 
done  by  the  houses  of  parliament. 

Notwithstanding  such  imposing  authorities,  there  have  not 
been  wanting  some  who  have  thought  that  the  doc- 
stretching     trine  of  uncontrollable  privilege  is  both  eminently 

thlstoofar.  •  /.  '^  ^  j  i*^ 

dangerous  in  a  iree  country,  and  repugnant  to  the 
analogy  of  our  constitution.  The  manly  language  of  lord 
Holt  has  seemed  to  rest  on  better  principles  of  public  utility, 
and  even  perhaps  of  positive  law.  t  It  is  not  however  to  be 
inferred  that  the  right  of  either  house  of  parliament  to  connnit 
persons,  even  not  of  their  own  body,  to  prison,  for  contempts 
or  breaches  of  privilege,  ought  to  be  ciuled  in  question.  In 
some  cases  this  authority  is  as  beneficial,  and  even  indis- 
pensable, as  it  is  ancient  and  established.  Nor  do  I  by  any 
means  pretend  that  if  the  warrant  of  commitment  merely 
recites  the  party  to  have  been  guilty  of  a  contempt  or  breach 
of  privilege,  the  truth  of  such  allegation  could  be  examined 
upon  a  return  to  a  writ  of  habeas  corpus,  any  more  than  in 
an  ordinary  case  of  felony.     Whatever  injustice  may  thus  be 

*  State  Trials,  viii.  30.  lishing,   of  gross    reflections   upon  tbe 

f  This  is  very  elaborately  and  dispas-  whole  parliament  or  upon  either  house, 

sionately  argued  by  Mr.  Hargrave  in  bis  though  perhaps  originally  questionable. 

Juridical  Arguments,  above  cited  ;  also  seems  now  of  too  long  a  standing  and  of 

vol.  ii.  p.  183.     **  I  understand  it,"  he  too  much  frequency  in  practice  to|  be 

says,  "  to  be  clearly  part  of  the  law  and  well  counteracted.**  But  after  mentioning 

custom  of  parliament  that  each  house  of  the  opinions  of  the  judges  in   Crosby^s 

parliament   may  inquire  into  and   im-  case,  Mr.  H.  observis :  **  lammyselffiir. 

nrison  for  breaches  of  privilege.**     But  from  being  convinced  that  comiiixtmeat 

this  he  thinks  to  be  limited  by  law  ;  and  for  contempts  by  a  house  of  parliament, 

after  allowing  it  clearly  in  cases  of  ob-  or  by  the  highest  court  of  judicature  in 

struction,  arrest,  assault,  &c.   on  mem-  Westminster  Hall,  either  ought  to  be,  or 

bers,  admits  also  that    *'  the  judicativo  are  thus  wholly  privileged  from  all  exa- 

power  as  to  writing,  speaking,  or  pub-  mination  and  appeal.** 
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doDe  cannot  have  redress  by  any  legal  means ;  because  the 
house  of  commons  (or  the  lords,  as  it  may  be)  are  the  fit 
judges  of  the  fact,  and  must  be  presumed  to  have  determined 
it  according  to  right.     But  it  is  a  more  doubtful  question, 
whether,  if  they  should  pronounce  an  offence  to  be  a  breach 
of  privilege,  as  in  the  case  of  the  Aylesbury  men,  which  a 
court  of  justice  should  perceive  to  be  clearly  none,  or  if  they 
should  commit  a  man  on  a  charge  of  misdemeanour,  and  for 
no  breach  of  privilege  at  all,  as  in  the  case  of  Mist  the  printer, 
such  excesses  of  jurisdiction  might  not  legally  be  restrained 
by  the  judges.     If  the  resolutions  of  the  lords  in  the  business 
of  Ashby  and  White  are  constitutional  and  true,  neither  house 
of  parliament  can  create  to  itself  any  new  privilege  ;  a  pro- 
position surely  so  consonant  to  the  rules  of  English  law, 
which  require  prescription  or  statute  as  the  basis  for  every 
right,  that  few  will  dispute  it ;  and  it  must  be  still  less  lawful 
to  exercise  a  jurisdiction  over  misdemeanours,  by  committing 
a  party  who  would  regularly  be  only  held  to  bail  on  such  a 
charge.     Of  this  I  am  very  certain,  that  if  Mist,  in  the  year 
1721 9  had  applied  for  his  discharge  on  a  habeas  corpus,  it 
would  have  been  far  more  difficult  to  have  opposed  it  on  the 
score  of  precedent  or  of  constitutional  right,  than  it  was  for 
the  attorney^general  of  Charles  L,  nearly  one  hundred  years 
before,  to  resist  the  famous  arguments  of  Selden  and  Little- 
ton, in  the  case  of  the  Buckinghamshire  gentlemen  committed 
by  the  council.     If  a  few  scattered  acts  of  power  can  make 
such  precedents  as  a  court  of  justice  must  take  as  its  rule,  I 
am  sure  the  decision,  neither  in  this  case  nor  in  that  of  ship- 
money,  was  so  unconstitutional  as  we  usually  suppose :  it 
was  by  dwelling  on  all  authorities  in  favour  of  liberty,  and  by 
setting  aside  those  which  made  against  it,  that  our  ancestors 
overthrew  the  claims  of  unbounded  prerogative.     Nor  is  this 
parallel  less  striking  when  we  look  at  the  tone  of  implicit 
obedience,  respect,  and  confidence  with  which  the  judges  of 
the  eighteenth  century  have  spoken  of  the  houses  of  parlia- 
ment, as  if  their  sphere  were  too  low  for  the  cognizance  of 
such  a  transcendent  authority.*     The  same  language,  almost 


*  Mr.  Justice  Gould,  in  Crosby's  case,    alluded   to   by  the   counsel  at  the  bar 
as  reported  by  Wilson,  obserres:    **  It  is     (Wilkes**  ease,  9  Wilson,   151.),  detei^ 

«a«a*A      *liia     A#\i«i^     AtA        in       *Ka      inftfanno       mtno  i«rk/tn  ilia  runrntltura  tifi  9\mr\*»tm*^iwt¥  tn 
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to  the  words,  was  heard  from  the  lips  of  the  Hydes  and 
Berkeleys  in  the  preceding  age,  in  reference  to  the  king  and 
to  the  privy  council.  But  as,  when  the  spirit  of  the  govern- 
ment was  almost  wholly  monarchical,  so  since  it  has  turned 
chiefly  to  an  aristocracy,  the  courts  of  justice  have  been  swayed 
towards  the  predominant  influence ;  not,  in  general,  by  any 
undue  motives,  but  because  it  is  natural  for  them  to  support 
power,  to  shun  ofience,  and  to  shelter  themselves  behind  pre- 
cedent. They  have  also  sometimes  had  in  view  the  analogy 
of  parliamentary  commitments  to  their  own  power  of  attadi- 
ment  for  contempt,  which  they  hold  to  be  equally  uncon- 
trollable ;  a  doctrine  by  no  means  so  dangerous  to  the  sub- 
ject's liberty,  but  liable  also  to  no  trifling  objections.* 

The  consequences  of  this  utter  irresponsibility  in  each  of 
the  two  houses  will  appear  still  more  serious,  when  we  advert 
to  the  unlimited  power  of  punishment  which  it  draws  with  it. 
The  commons  indeed  do  not  pretend  to  imprison  beyond  the 
session  ;  but  the  lords  have  imposed  fines  and  definite  impri- 
sonment ;  and  attempts  to  resist  these  have  been  unsuccess- 
ful, t  If  the  matter  is  to  rest  upon  precedent,  or  upon  what 
overrides  precedent  itself,  the  absolute  failure  of  jurisdiction 
in  the  ordinary  courts,  there  seems  nothing  (decency  and  dis- 
cretion excepted)  to  prevent  their  repeating  the  sentences  of 
James  I.'s  reign,  whipping,  branding,  hard  labour  for  life. 
Nay,  they  might  order  the  usher  of  the  black  rod  to  take  a 
man  from  their  bar,  and  hang  him  up  in  the  lobby.  Such 
things  would  not  be  done,  and,  being  done,  would  not  be  en- 
dured ;  but  it  is  much  that  any  sworn  ministers  of  the  law 

the  case  of  a  libel ;  but  then  that  |irivi-  of  Westminster,    especially  the   king's 

lege  was  promulged  and  known ;  it  ex-  bench,  as  it  is  sometimes  stated,  and  il 

isted  in  records  and  law-books,  and  was  has  been  sometimes  practised.*'      Har- 

allowed  by  parliament  itself.     But  even  grave,  ii.  213. 

in  that  case  we  now  know  that  we  were  **  The  principle  upon  which  attach- 

miatahen ;  for  the  ?unue  of  eommont  have  ments  issue  for  libels  on  courts  is  of  a 

since  determined,  that  privilege  does  not  more  enlarged  and  important  nature :  it 

extend  to  matters  of  lUtd,**     It  appears,  is  to  keep  a  blaze  of  gkry  around  them^nai. 

therefore,  that  Mr.  Justice  Gould  thought  to  deter  people  from  attempting  to  render 

a  declaration  of  the  house  of  commons  them  contemptible  in  the  eyes  of  the 

was  better  authority  than  a  decision  of  people.**    Wilmot's  Opinions  and  Jadg- 

the  court  of  common  pleas,  as  to  a  privi-  ments,  p.  S70.     Yet  the  king,  who  seems 

l^e  which,  as  he  says,  existed  in  records  as  much  entitled  to  this  blase  of  glory  as 

and  law-books.  his  judges,  is  driven  to  the  ¥erdict  of  a 

*  «  I  am  fiur  from  subscribing  to  all  jury  before  the  roost  libellous  insult  on 

the  latitude  of  the  doctrine  of  attach-  him  can  be  punished, 

ments  for  contempts  of  the  king's  courts  j>  Hargrave,  ubi  supra. 
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should,  even  by  indefinite  language,  have  countenanced  the 
legal  possibility  of  tyrannous  power  in  England.  The  temper 
of  government  itself,  in  modern  times,  has  generally  been 
mild ;  and  this  is  probably  the  best  ground  of  confidence  in 
the  discretion  of  parliament ;  but  popular,  that  is,  numerous 
bodies,  are  always  prone  to  excess,  both  from  the  reciprocal 
influences  of  their  passions,  and  the  consciousness  of  irrespon- 
sibility ;  for  which  reasons  a  democracy,  that  is,  the  absolute 
government  of  the  majority,  is  in  general  the  most  tyrannical 
of  any.  Public  opinion,  it  is  true,  in  this  country,  imposes 
a  considerable  restraint ;  yet  this  check  is  somewhat  less 
powerful  in  that  branch  of  the  legislature  which  has  gone  the 
farthest  in  chastising  breaches  of  privilege.  I  would  not  be 
understood  however  to  point  at  any  more  recent  discussions 
on  this  subject ;  were  it  not,  indeed,  beyond  the  limits  pre- 
scribed to  me,  it  might  be  shown  that  the  house  of  commons, 
in  asserting  its  jurisdiction,  has  receded  from  much  of  the 
arbitrary  power  which  it  once  arrogated,  and  which  some 
have  been  disposed  to  bestow  upon  it.* 

*  [This  important  topic  of  parliament-  Of  these  resolutions,  which,  as  is  ob- 
ary  privilege  has  been  fiilly  discussed,  vious,  go  far  beyond  what  the  particular 
since  the  first  publication  of  the  present  case  of  Stockdale  required,  it  has  been 
volumes,  in  the  well-known  proceedings  well  said,  in  an  excellent  pamphlet,  by 
to  which  the  action,  Stockdale  v,  Han-  Mr.  Pemberton  Leigh,  which  really  ex- 
sard,  gave  rise.  In  trying  this  case,  lord  hausts  the  subject,  and  was  never  so 
Denman  told  the  jury,  that  the  order  of  much  as  tolerably  answered,  that  **  I'he 
the  house  of  commons  was  not  a  justifi-  question  now  is,  whether  each  house  of 
cation  for  any  man  to  publish  a  private  parliament  has  exclusive  authority  to  de- 
libel.  In  consequence  of  this  decision,  cide  upon  the  existence  and  extent  of  its 
the  house  of  commons  resolved.  May  own  privileges,  to  pronounce  at  its  plea- 
SO.  18S7,  That,  by  the  law  and  privi-  sure  upon  the  breach  of  those  privileges, 
lege  of  parliament,  this  house  has  the  to  bind  by  its  declaration  of  law  all  the 
sole  and  exclusive  jurisdiction  to  deter-  queen's  subjects,  between  whom  in  a 
mine  upon  the  existence  and  extent  of  its  court  of  justice  a  question  as  to  privilege 
privileges,  and  that  the  institution  or  may  arise,  and  to  punish  at  its  discretion 
prosecution  of  any  action,  suit,  or  other  all  persons,  suitors,  attornies,  counsel, 
proceeding,  for  the  purpose  of  bringing  and  judges,  who  may  be  concerned  in 
them  into  discussion  or  decision,  before  bringing  those  privileges  into  discussion 
any  court  or  tribunal  elsewhere  than  in  in  a  court  of  justice  directly  or  indirect- 
parliament,  is  a  high  breach  of  such  pri-  ly.**  Pemberton's  Letter  to  Lord  Lang- 
▼ilege,  and  renders  all  parties  concerned  dale.  P.  4. — 1 837. 
therein  amenable  to  its  just  displeasure,  In  the  debates  which  ensued  in  the 
and  to  the  punishment  consequent  there-  house  of  commons,  those  who  contended 
on.  And,  That  for  any  court  or  tribunal  for  unlimited  privilege  fell  under  two 
to  assume  to  decide  upon  matters  of  classes ;  such  as  availed  themselves  of  the 
privilege  inconsistent  with  the  determi-  opinions  of  the  eleven  judges  who  dis- 
nation  of  either  house  of  parliament,  is  sented  from  Holt,  in  Ashby  v.  White, 
contrary  to  the  law  of  parliament,  and  is  and  of  some  later  dicta  ;  and  such  as, 
a  breach  and  contempt  of  the  privileges  apparently  indifferent  to  what  courts  of 
of  parliament  justice  may  have  held,  rested  upon  some 

VOL.  II.  G  G 
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IV.  It  is  oommonly  and  justly  said  that  civil  liberty  is  not 
only  consistent  with,  but  in  its  terms  implies,  the  restrictive 
limitations  of  natural  liberty  which  are  imposed  by  law.  But, 
as  these  are  not  the  less  real  limitations  of  liberty,  it  can 
hardly  be  maintained  that  the  subject's  condition  is  not 
impaired  by  very  numerous  restraints  upon  his  will^  even 
without  reference  to  their  expediency.  The  price  may  be 
well  paid ;  but  it  is  still  a  price  that  it  costs  some  sacrifice  to 
pay.  Our  statutes  have  been  growing  in  bulk  and  multi- 
plicity with  the  regular  session  of  parliament,  and  with  the 
new  sjBtem  of  government ;  all  abounding  with  prohibitions 
and  penalties,  which  every  man  is  presumed  to  know,  but 
which  no  man,  the  judges  themselves  included,  can  really 
know  with  much  exactness.  We  literally  walk  amidst  tfa^ 
snares  and  pitfalls  of  the  law.  The  very  doctrine  of  the  more 
rigid  casuists,  that  men  are  bound  in  conscience  to  observe  all 
the  laws  of  their  country,  has  become  impracticable  through 
their  complexity  and  inconvenience;  and  most  of  us  are 
content  to  shift  off  their  penalties  in  the  mala  prokUnta  with 
as  little  scruple  as  some  feel  in  risking  those  of  graver 
offences.  But  what  more  peculiarly  belongs  to  the  present 
subject  is  the  systematic  encroachment  upon  ancient  constitu- 
tional principles,  which  has  for  a  long  time  been  made  through 
new  enactments,  proceeding  from  the  crown,  chiefly  in 
respect  to  the  revenue.*     These  may  be  traced  indeed  in  the 

paramount  sovereignty  of  the  houses  of  lications  under  the  authority  of  either 

parliament,  some  uncontrollable  right  of  house  of  parliament,  leaving,  by  a  spe- 

exercising  discretionary   power   for  the  cial  proviso,  their  privileges  as  before, 

public  good,  analogous  to  what  was  once  But  the  main  dispute  between  arbitrary 

supposed  to  be  vested  in  the  crown.     If  and  limited  power  is  by  no  means  detcr- 

we  but  substitute   prerogative  of   the  mined;  and,  while  great  conSdence may 

crown  for  privileges  of  parliament  in  the  be  placed  in  the  caution  which  comroooly 

resolutions  of  1837,  we  may  ask  whether,  distinguishes  the  leaders  of  parties,  tha« 

in   the  worst  times  of  the  Tudors  and  will  always  be  found  many  who,  possess- 

Stuarts,  such  a  doctrine  was  ever  laid  ing  individually  a  small  fraction  of  des- 

down  in  express  terms  by  any  grave  au-  potic  power,  will  not  abandon  it  on  any 

thority.     With  these  there  could  be  no  principle  of  respecting  public  liberty, 

argument ;  the  others  had  certainly  as  It  is  observable,  though  easily  to  be  ac* 

much  right  to  cite  legal  authorities  in  counted  for,  and  conformable  to  what 

their  favour  as  their  opponents.  occurred  in  the  long  parliament,  that. 

The  commitment  of  the   sheriffs   of  among  the  most  strenuous  asserters  of 

London,  in  1840,  for  executing  a  writ  of  unmeasured  privilege,  are  generally  found 

the  queen's  bench,  is  recent  in  our  re-  many,  not  celebrated   for  any  peculiar 

membrance ;  as  well  as  that  the  imme-  sympathy  with  the  laws,  the  crown,  asd 

diate  question  was  set  at  rest  by  a  statute,  the  constitution. — 1 845. ] 
3  &  4  Vict.  c.  9. ;  which  legalizes  pub-         *  This  effect  of  continual  new  statutes 
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Statute-book,  at  least  as  high  as  the  restoration,  and  really 
began  in  the  arbitrary  times  of  revolution  which  preceded  it. 
They  have  however  been  gradually  extended  along  with  the 
public  burthens,  and  as  the  severity  of  these  has  prompted 
fresh  artifices  of  evasion.  It  would  be  curious,  but  not 
within  the.  scope  of  this  work,  to  analyze  our  immense  fiscal 
]aw,  and  to  trace  the  history  of  its  innovations.  These 
consist,  partly  in  taking  away  the  cognizance  of  offences 
against  the  revenue  from  juries,  whose  partiality  in  such 
cases  there  was  in  truth  much  reason  to  apprehend,  and 
vesting  it  either  in  commissioners  of  the  revenue  itself  or  in 
magistrates;  partly  in  anomalous  and  somewhat  arbitrary 
powers  with  regard  to  the  collection  ;  partly  in  deviations 
from  the  established  rules  of  pleading  and  evidence,  by 
throwing  on  the  accused  party  in  fiscal  causes  the  burthen  of 
proving  his  innocence,  or  by  superseding  the  necessity  of 
rigorous  proof  as  to  matters  wherein  it  is  ordinarily  re- 
quired; and  partly  in  shielding  the  officers  of  the  crown, 
as  far  as  possible,  from  their  responsibility  for  illegal  actions, 
by  permitting  special  circumstances  of  justification  to  be 
given  in  evidence  without  being  pleaded,  or  by  throwing 
impediments  of  various  kinds  in  the  way  of  the  prosecutor, 
or  by  subjecting  him  to  unusual  costs  in  the  event  of  defeat, 
lliese  restraints  upon  personal  liberty,  and  what  is  worse, 
these  endeavours,  as  they  seem,  to  prevent  the  fair  Extension  ©r 
administration  of  justice  between  the  crown  and  the  ^^^  ^^'• 

is  well  pointed  out  in  a  speech  awribed  power  of  the  crown,  and  particular  care 

to  sir  William  Wyndham,  in  1734:  —  ought  to  be  taken  not  to  throw  any  more 

<*The  learned  gentleman  spoke  (he  says)  weight  into  that  scale."     Pari.  Hist.  ix. 

of  the  prerogative  of   the  crown,  and  463. 

asked  us  if  it  had  lately  been  extended         Among   the   modem   statutes  which 

beyond  the  bounds  prescribed  to  it  by  have  strengthened  the  hands  of  the  exe- 

law.     Sir,  I  will  not  say  that  there  have  cutive  power,  we  should  mention  the  riot 

been  lately  any  attempts  to  extend  it  be-  act,  1  Geo,  1.  stat.  2.  c.  5.,  whereby  all 

yood  ihe  bounds  prescribed  by  law ;  but  persons  tumultuously  assembled  to  the 

I  will  say  that  these  bounds  have  been  disturbance  of  the  public  peace,  and  not 

of  late  so  vastly  enlarged  that  tliere  seems  dispersing  within  one  hour  after  procla- 

to  be  no  great  occasion  for  any  such  at-  mation  made  by  a  single  magistrate,  are 

tempt.     What  are  the  many  penal  laws  made  guilty  of  a  capital  felony.     I  am 

taade  within   these  forty  years,  but  so  by  no   means   controverting   the  expe- 

many  extensions  of  the  prerogative  of  the  diency  of  this  law  ;  but,  especially  when 

crown,  and  as  many  diminutions  of  the  combined  with  the  prompt  aid  of  a  mili- 

liberty  of  the  subject  ?     And  whatever  tary  force,  it  is  surely  a  compensation  for 

the  necessity  was  that  brought  us  into  much  that  may  seem  to  have  been  thrown 

the  enacting  of  such  laws,  it  was  a  &tal  into  the  popular  scale. 
necessity ;  it  has  greatly  added  to  the 

G  Q   2 
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subject,  have  in  general,  more  especially  in  modem  times, 
excited  little  regard  as  they  have  passed  through  the  houses 
of  parliament.  A  sad  necessity  has  over-ruled  the  maxims 
of  ancient  law ;  nor  is  it  my  business  to  censure  our  fiscal 
code,  but  to  point  out  that  it  is  to  be  counted  as  a  set-off 
against  the  advantages  of  the  revolution,  and  has  in  fact  di- 
minished the  freedom  and  justice  which  we  daim  for  our 
polity.  And,  that  its  provisions  have  sometimes  gone  so  far 
as  to  give  alarm  to  not  very  susceptible  minds,  may  be  shown 
from  a  remarkable  debate  in  the  year  V^3^.  A  bill  having 
been  brought  in  by  the  ministers  to  prevent  smuggling, 
which  contained  some  unusual  clauses,  it  was  strongly  op- 
posed, among  other  peers,  by  lord  diancellor  Talbot,  himself, 
of  course,  in  the  cabinet,  and  by  lord  Hardwicke,  then  chief- 
justice,  a  regularly  bred  crown-lawyer,  and  in  his  whole  life 
disposed  to  hold  very  high  the  authority  of  government. 
They  objected  to  a  clause  subjecting  any  three  persons  tra- 
velling with  arms,  to  the  penalty  of  transportation,  on  proof 
by  two  witnesses  that  their  intention  was  to  assist  in  the 
clandestine  landing,  or  carrying  away  prohibited  or  un- 
customed goods.  "  We  have  in  our  laws,'*  said  one  of  the 
opposing  lords,  *^  no  such  thing  as  a  crime  by  implication, 
nor  can  a  malicious  intention  ever  be  proved  by  witnesses. 
Facts  only  are  admitted  to  be  proved,  and  from  those  facts 
the  judge  and  jury  are  to  determine  with  what  intention  they 
were  committed ;  but  no  judge  or  jury  can  ever,  by  our  laws, 
suppose,  much  less  determine,  that  an  action,  in  itself  inno- 
cent or  indifferent,  was  attended  with  a  criminal  and  mali- 
cious intention.  Another  security  for  our  liberties  is,  that  no 
subject  can  be  imprisoned  unless  some  felonious  and  high 
crime  be  sworn  against  him.  This,  with  respect  to  private 
men,  is  the  very  foundation  stone  of  all  our  liberties ;  and,  if 
we  remove  it,  if  we  but  knock  off  a  comer,  we  may  probably 
overturn  the  whole  fabric.  A  third  guard  for  our  liberties 
is  that  right  which  every  subject  has,  not  only  to  provide 
himself  with  arms  proper  for  his  defence,  but  to  accustom 
himself  to  the  use  of  those  arms,  and  to  travel  with  them 
whenever  he  has  a  mind."  But  the  clause  in  question,  it 
was  contended,  was  repugnant  to  all  the  maxims  of  firee 
government.     No  presumption  of  a  crime  could  be  drawn 


AwKJB,GBO.L,GBO.n.]    FROM    HENRY  VIL  TO    GEORGE  II.     453 

from  the  mere  wearing  of  armsy  an  act  not  only  innocent, 
but  highly  conmiendable ;  and  therefore  the  admitting  of 
witnesses  to  prove  that  any  of  these  men  were  armed,  in 
order  to  assist  in  smuggling,  would  be  the  admitting  of 
witnesses  to  prove  an  intention,  which  was  inconsistent  with 
the  whole  tenor  of  our  laws.*  They  objected  to  another 
provision  subjecting  a  party  against  whom  information  should 
be  given  that  he  intended  to  assist  in  smuggling,  to  impri- 
sonment without  bail,  though  the  offence  itself  were  in  its 
nature  bailable  ;  to  another,  which  made  informations  for 
assault  upon  officers  of  the  revenue  triable  in  any  county  of 
England;  and  to  a  yet  more  startling  protection  thrown 
round  the  same  favoured  class,  that  the  magistrates  should 
be  bound  to  admit  them  to  bail  on  charges  of  killing  or 
wounding  any  one  in  the  execution  of  their  duty.  The  bill 
itself  was  carried  by  no  great  majority  ;  and  the  provisions 
subsist  at  this  day,  or  perhaps  have  received  a  further  ex- 
tension. 

It  will  thus  appear  to  every  man  who  takes  a  comprehen- 
sive view  of  our  constitutional  history,  that  the  executive  go- 
vernment, though  shorn  of  its  lustre,  has  not  lost  so  much 
of  its  real  efficacy  by  the  consequences  of  the  revolution  as 
is  often  supposed ;  at  least,  that  with  a  regular  army  to  put 
down  insurrection,  and  an  influence  sufficient  to  obtain  fresh 
statutes  of  restriction,  if  such  should  ever  be  deemed  neces- 
sary, it  is  not  exposed,  in  the  ordinary  course  of  a&irs,  to 
any  serious  hazard.  But  we  must  here  distinguish  the  exe- 
cutive government,  using  that  word  in  its  largest  sense,  from 
the  crown  itself,  or  the  personal  authority  of  the  sovereign. 
This  is  a  matter  of  rather  delicate  inquiry,  but  too  material 
to  be  passed  by. 

The  real  power  of  the  prince,  in  the  most  despotic  mo- 
narchy, must  have  its  limits  from  nature,  and  bear  some 
proportion  to  his  courage,  his  activity,  and  his  in-  Diminution 
tellect.  The  tyrants  of  the  East  become  puppets  autb^t7'2>f 
or  slaves  of  their  vizirs  ;  or  it  turns  to  a  game  of  *  ^'°^"* 
cunning,  wherein  the  winner  is  he  who  shall  succeed  in 
tying  the  bowstring  round  the  other's  neck.     After  some 

*  9  Geo.  2.   C.35.   sect.  10.  13.    Pari,     it;    but  probably  the  expressions  are  not 
Hist.  U.  1229.     I  quote  this  as  I  find    quite  correct ;  for  the  reasoning  is  not  so. 
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ages  4  f  feeble  tnonarchs,  the  titular  royalty  is  found  wholly 
separated  from  the  power  of  command,  and  glides  on  to 
posterity  in  its  languid  channel,  till  some  usurper  or  con- 
queror stops  up  the  stream  for  ever.  In  the  civilized  king- 
doms of  Europe,  those  very  institutions  which  secure  the 
permanence  of  royal  families,  and  afford  them  a  guarantee 
against  manifest  subjection  to  a  minister,  take  generally  out 
cauiefof  ^^  ^^^  hands  of  the  sovereign  the  practical  govem- 
^^'  ment  of  his  people.  Unless  his  capacities  are  above 
the  level  of  ordinary  kings,  he  must  repose  on  the  wisdom 
and  diligence  of  the  statesmen  he  employs,  with  the  sacrifice, 
perhaps,  of  his  own  prepossessions  in  policy,  and  against 
the  bent  of  his  personal  affections.  The  power  of  a  king  of 
England  is  not  to  be  compared  with  an  ideal  absoluteness, 
but  with  that  which  could  be  enjoyed  in  the  actual  state  of 
society  by  the  same  person  in  a  less  bounded  monarchy. 

The  descendants  of  William  the  Ck>nqueror  on  the  English 
throne,  down  to  the  end  of  the  seventeenth  century,  have 
been  a  good  deal  above  the  average  in  those  qualities  which 
enable,  or  at  least  induce,  kings  to  take  on  themselves  a 
large  share  of  the  public  administration ;  as  will  appear  by 
comparing  their  line  with  that  of  the  house  of  Capet,  or 
perhaps  most  others  during  an  equal  period.  Without  going 
farther  back,  we  know  that  Henry  VIL,  Henry  VIH.,  Eliza- 
beth, the  four  kings  of  the  house  of  Stuart,  though  not  always 
with  as  much  ability  as  diligence,  were  the  master-movers  of 
their  own  policy,  not  very  susceptible  of  advice,  and  always 
sufficiently  acquainted  with  the  details  of  government  to  act 
without  it.  This  was  eminently  the  case  also  with  William  HI., 
who  was  truly  his  own  minister,  and  much  better  fitted  for 
that  office  than  those  who  served  him.  The  king,  according 
to  our  constitution,  is  supposed  to  be  present  in  council,  and 
was  in  fact  usually,  or  very  frequently,  present,  so  long  as 
the  council  remained  as  a  deliberative  body  for  matters  of 
domestic  and  foreign  policy.  But,  when  a  junto  or  cabinet 
came  to  supersede  that  ancient  and  responsible  body,  the  king 
himself  ceased  to  preside,  and  received  their  advice  separately, 
according  to  their  respective  functions  of  treasurer,  secretary, 
or  chancellor,  or  that  of  the  whole  cabinet  through  one  of  its 
leading  members.     This  change  however  was  gradual ;  for 
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cabinet  councils  were  sometimes  held  in  the  presence  of  Wil- 
liam and  Anne ;  to  which  other  councillors,  not  strictly  of 
that  select  number,  were  occasionally  summoned. 

But  on  the  accession  of  the  house  of  Hanover,  this  per- 
sonal superintendence  of  the  sovereign  necessarily  came  to 
an  end.  The  fact  is  hardly  credible  that,  George  I.  being 
incapable  of  speaking  English,  as  sir  Robert  Walpole  was  of 
conversing  in  French,  the  monarch  and  his  minister  held 
discourse  with  each  other  in  Latin.*  It  is  impossible  that, 
with  so  defective  a  means  of  communication,  (for  Walpole, 
though  by  no  means  an  illiterate  man,  cannot  be  supposed  to 
have  spoken  readily  a  language  very  little  familiar  in  this 
country,)  George  could  have  obtained  much  insight  into  his 
domestic  affairs,  or  been  much  acquainted  with  the  characters 
of  his  subjects.  We  know,  in  truth,  that  he  nearly  aban- 
doned the  consideration  of  both,  and  trusted  his  ministers 
with  the  entire  management  of  this  kingdom,  content  to 
employ  its  great  name  for  the  promotion  of  his  electoral 
interests.  This  continued  in  a  less  degree  to  be  the  case 
with  his  son,  who,  though  better  acquainted  with  the  language 
and  circumstances  of  Great  Britain,  and  more  jealous  of  his 
prerogative^  was  conscious  of  his  incapacity  to  determine  on 
matters  of  domestic  government,  and  reserved  almost  his 
whole  attention  for  the  politics  of  Germany. 

The  broad  distinctions  of  party  contributed  to  weaken  the 
real  supremacy  of  the  sovereign.  It  had  been  usual  p„^ 
before  the  revolution,  and  in  the  two  succeeding 
reigns,  to  select  ministers  individually  at  discretion;  and, 
though  some  might  hold  themselves  at  liberty  to  decline 
office,  it  was  by  no  means  deemed  a  point  of  honour  and 
fidelity  to  do  so.  Hence  men  in  the  possession  of  high  posts 
had  no  strong  bond  of  union,  and  frequently  took  opposite 
sides  on  pubHc  measures  of  no  light  moment.  The  queen 
particularly  was  always  loth  to  discard  a  servant  on  account 
of  his  vote  in  parliament ;  a  conduct  generous  perhaps,  but 
feeble,  inconvenient,  when  carried  to  such  excess,  in  our  con- 

*  Coxe*8  Walpole,  i.  296.  H.  Wal-  pable  that  no  great  stress  can  be  laid  on 
pole's  Works,  it.  476.  The  former,  hov-  his  testimony.  But  I  believe  that  the 
eyer,  seems  to  rest  on  H.  Walpole*s  fact  of  George  I.  and  his  minister  eon- 
verbal  communication,  whose  want  of  versing  in  Latin  may  be  proved  on  other 
accuracy,  or  veracity,  or  both,  is  so  pal-  authority, 
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stitution,  and  in  effect  holding  out  a  reward  to  ingratitude 
and  treachery.  But  the  whigs  having  come  exclusively  into 
office  under  the  line  of  Hanover,  (which,  as  I  have  elsewhere 
observed,  was  inevitable,)  formed  a  sort  of  phalanx,  which  the 
crown  was  not  always  able  to  break,  and  which  never  could 
have  been  broken,  but  for  that  internal  force  of  repulsion  by 
which  personal  cupidity  and  ambition  are  ever  tending  to 
separate  the  elements  of  factions.  It  became  the  point  of 
honour  among  public  men  to  fight  uniformly  under  the  same 
banner,  though  not  perhaps  for  the  same  cause ;  if  indeed 
there  was  any  cause  really  fought  for,  but  the  advancement 
of  a  party.  In  this  preference  of  certain  denominations,  or 
of  certain  leaders,  to  the  real  principles  which  ought  to  be 
the  basis  of  political  consistency,  there  was  an  evident  deviation 
from  the  true  standard  of  public  virtue ;  but  the  ignominy 
attached  to  the  dereliction  of  friends  for  the  sake  of  emolu- 
ment, though  it  was  every  day  incurred,  must  have  tended 
gradually  to  purify  the  general  character  of  parliament 
Meanwhile  the  crown  lost  all  that  party  attachments  gained ; 
a  truth  indisputable  on  reflection,  though  while  the  crown 
and  the  party  in  power  act  in  the  same  direction,  the  relative 
efficiency  of  the  two  forces  is  not  immediately  estimated.  It 
was  seen,  however,  very  manifestly  in  the  year  1746  ;  when, 
after  long  bickering  between  the  Pelhams  and  lord  Granville, 
the  king's  favourite  minister,  the  former,  in  conjunction  \idth 
a  majority  of  the  cabinet,  threw  up  their  offices,  and  com- 
pelled the  king,  after  an  abortive  effort  at  a  new  administra- 
tion, to  sacrifice  his  favourite,  and  replace  those  in  power 
whom  he  could  not  exclude  from  it.  The  same  took  place 
in  a  later  period  of  his  reign,  when  after  many  struggles  he 
submitted  to  the  ascendancy  of  Mr.  Pitt.* 

*   H.  Walpole*s  Memoirs  of  the  lost  of  parly,  the  injustice  of  popular  clamour. 

Ten  Years.      Lord    Waldegrave*s   Me-  the  corruption  of  parliaments,  and  the 

moira.     In  this  well-written  little  book,  selfish  motives  of  pretended  patriots,  it 

the  character  of  George  1 1,  in  reference  is   not  surprising  that  he  should  have 

to    his   constitutional    position,  is  thus  contracted  some  prejudices  in  fiivour  of 

delicately  drawn :  **  He  has  more  know-  those  governments  where  the  royal  au- 

ledge  of  foreign  affairs  than  most  of  his  thority  is  under  less  restraint.     Yet  pru- 

ministers,  and  has  good  general  notions  dence  has  so  far  prevailed  over  these  pre- 

of  the  constitution,  strength,  and  interest  judices,  that  they  have  never  in6aenced 

of  this  country ;  but,  being  past  thirty  his  conduct.      On  the  contrary,  many 

when  the  Hanover  succession  took  place,  laws  have  been  enacted  in  fiivour  of  pub- 

and  having  since  experienced  the  violence  lie  liberty ;  and  in  the  course  of  a  long 
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It  seems  difficult  for  any  king  of  England,  however  con- 
scientiously observant  of  the  lawful  rights  of  his  subjects, 
and  of  the  limitations  they  impose  on  his  prerogative,  to  rest 
always  very  content  with  this  practical  condition  of  the  mo- 
narchy. Tlie  choice  of  his  councillors,  the  conduct  of  govern- 
ment, are  intrusted,  he  will  be  told,  by  the  constitution  to  his 
sole  pleasure.  Yet  both  as  to  the  one  and  the  other  he  finds 
a  perpetual  disposition  to  restrain  his  exercise  of  power ;  and, 
though  it  is  easy  to  demonstrate  that  the  public  good  is  far 
better  promoted  by  the  virtual  control  of  parliament  and  the 
nation  over  the  whole  executive  government  than  by  adhering 
to  the  letter  of  the  constitution,  it  is  not  to  be  expected  that 
the  argument  will  be  conclusive  to  a  royal  understanding. 
Hence,  he  may  be  tempted  to  play  rather  a  petty  game,  and 
endeavour  to  regain,  by  intrigue  and  insincerity,  that  power 
of  acting  by  his  own  will,  which  he  thinks  unfairly  wrested 
from  him.  A  king  of  England,  in  the  calculations  of  politics, 
is  little  more  than  one  among  the  public  men  of  the  day; 
taller  indeed,  like  Saul  or  Agamemnon,  by  the  head  and 
shoulders,  and  therefore  with  no  slight  advantages  in  the 
scramble  ;  but  not  a  match  for  the  many,  unless  he  can  bring 
some  dexterity  to  second  his  strength,  and  make  the  best  of 
the  self-interest  and  animosities  of  those  with  whom  he  has 

reign  there  has  not  been  a  single  attempt  lory»  not  long  afterwards,  for  a  libel  on 
to  extend  the  prerogative  of  the  crown  those  princes  (among  other  things) ;  on 
beyond  its  proper  limits.  He  has  as  which  Horace  Walpole  justly  antmad- 
much  personal  bravery  as  any  man,  verts,  as  a  stretch  of  the  law  by  lord 
though  his  political  courage  seems  some-  Mansfield  destructive  of  all  historical 
wliat  problematical ;  however,  it  is  a  fault  truth.  Memoirs  of  the  last  Ten  Years, 
on  the  right  side ;  for  had  he  always  iL  328  Shebbeare,  however,  was  after- 
been  as  firm  and  undaunted  in  the  closet  wards  pensioned,  along  with  Johnson, 
as  he  showed  himself  at  Oudenarde  and  by  Lord  Bute,  and  at  the  time  when 
Dettingeti,  he  might  not  have  proved  these  letters  were  written,  may  pos- 
quite  so  good  a  king  in  this  limited  sibly  have  been  in  the  Leicester-house 
monarchy."  P.  5.  This  was  written  in  interest.  Certain  it  is,  that  the  self- 
1757.  interested  cabal  who  belonged  to  that 
The  real  tones,  those  I  mean  who  ad-  little  court  endeavoured  too  successfully 
hered  to  the  principles  expressed  by  that  to  persuade  its  chief  and  her  son,  that 
name,  thought  the  constitutional  prero-  the  crown  was  reduced  to  a  state  of  vas- 
gative  of  the  crown  impaired  by  a  con-  salage,  from  which  it  ought  to  be  eman- 
spiracy  of  its  servants.  Their  notions  cipated ;  and  the  government  of  the 
are  expressed  in  some  Letters  on  the  duke  of  Newcastle,  as  strong  in  party 
English  Nation,  published  about  1756,  connexion  as  it  was  contemptible  in 
under  the  name  of  fiattista  Angeloni,  ability  and  reputation,  a6fbrded  them  no 
by  Dr.  Shebbeare,  once  a  Jacobite,  and  bad  argument.  The  consequences  are 
still  so  bitter  an  enemy  of  William  III.  well  known,  but  do  not  enter  into  the 
and  George  I.  that  he  stood  in  the  pil-  plan  of  this  work. 
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to  deal.  And  of  this  there  will  generally  be  so  much,  that 
in  the  long  run  he  will  be  found  to  succeed  in  the  grealier 
part  of  his  desires.  Thus  Greorge  I.  and  George  II«,  in 
whom  the  personal  authority  seems  to  have  been  at  the  lowest 
point  it  has  ever  reached,  drew  Askr  ministers,  not  always 
willingly,  into  that  oovrse  of  continental  politics  which  was 
supposed  to  serve  the  purposes  of  Hanover  far  better  than  of 
England.  It  is  well  known  that  the  Walpoles  and  the  Pel- 
hams  condemned  in  private  this  excessive  predilection  of  their 
masters  for  their  native  country,  which  alone  could  endanger 
their  English  throne.*  Yet  after  the  two  latter  brothers  had 
inveighed  against  lord  Granville,  and  driven  him  out  of 
power  for  seconding  the  king's  pertinacity  in  continuing  the 
war  of  17 4f3f  they  went  on  themselves  in  the  same  track  for 
at  least  two  years,  to  the  imminent  hazard  of  losing  for  ever 

*  Many  proofs  of  this  occur  in  the  aside,   and   said,   *What  will  you  say, 

correspondence  published  by  Mr.  Coxe.  speaker,  if  this  hand  of  mine  shall  bring 

Thus   Horace  Walpole  writing   to   his  a  message  from  the  king  to  the  bouse  of 

brother  sir  Robert,  in  1 739,  says:  **  King  commons*  declaring  his  consent  to  hATii^ 

William  had  no  other  object   but   the  any  of  his  family,  after  his  death,  to  be 

liberties  and   balance   of  Europe ;  but*  made,  by  act  of  parliament,  incapable  of 

good  God  1  what  is  the  case  now  ?  I  will  inheriting  and  eigoying  the  crown,  and 

tell  you  in  confidence ;  little,  low,  partial,  possessing  the  electoral  dominions  at  the 

electoral  notions  are  able  to  stop  or  con-  same  time?*     My  answer  was,  *  Sir,  it 

found  the  best-conducted  project  for  the  will  be  as  a  message  firom  heayen.*     He 

public.*'     Memoirs  of  sir  R.  Walpole,  replied,  *  It  will  be  done.'     But  it  was 

iii.  5S5.     The  Walpoles  had,  some  years  not  done ;   and   I  have  good  reason  to 

before,  disapprored   the  policy  of  lord  believe,  it  would  have  been  oppoeed,  and 

Townshend  on  account  of  his  favouring  rejected  at  that  time,  because  it  came 

the  king*8  Hanoverian  prejudices.     Id.  from  him,   and  by  the  means  of  those 

i.  334.     And,  in   the   preceding  reign,  who  had  always  been  most  clamorous  for 

both  these  whig  leaders  were  extremely  it ;   and  thus  perhaps  the  opportunity 

disgusted  with  the  Germanism  and  con-  was  lost :  when  will  it  come  again?    It 

tinual  absence  of  George  I.,   Id.  ii.  1 16.  was  said  that  the  prince  at  that  juncture 

297. ;  though  first  Townshend,  and  after-  would  have  consented  to  it,  if  he  could 

wards  Walpole,   according   to   the   ne-  have  had  the  credit  and  popularity  of  the 

cessity,    or   supposed    necessity,   which  measure,   and  that  some  of  hb  firiends 

controls  statesmen,  (that  is,  the  fear  of  were  to  have  moved  it  in  parliament,  but 

losing  their  places,)   became  in  appear-  that  the  design  at  St.  James's  prevented 

ance   the  passive   instruments  of  royal  it.    Notwithstanding  all  this,  I  have  had 

pleasure.  some  thoughts  that  neither  court  ever 

It  is  now  however  known  that  George  really  intended  the  thing  itself;  bat  that 

II.  had  been  induced  by  Walpole  to  come  it  came  on  and  went  offj  by  a  jealousy  of 

into  a  scheme,  by  which  Hanover,  afier  each  other   in   it,  and  tlmt  both   were 

his  decease,   was  to  be  separated  fl*om  equally  pleased  that  it  did  so,  from  an 

England.     It  stands  on  the  indisputable  equal  fondness  (very  natural)  for  their 

authority  of  speaker  Onslow.     *'  A  little  own  native  country."    Notes  on  BuroeL 

while  before  sir  Robert  Walpole's  fiiU,  (iv.  490.      Oxf.  edit.)      This  story  Yaa 

(and  as  a  popular  act  to  save  himself,  for  been   told   before,   but  not   in   such  a 

he    went   very  unwillingly   out   of  his  manner  as  to  preclude  doubt  of  its  au- 

oflBces  and  power,)  he  took  me  one  day  thcnticity. 
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the  Low  Countries  and  Holland,  if  the  French  government, 
so  indiscriminately  charged  with  ambition,  had  not  displayed 
extraordinary  moderation  at  the  treaty  of  Aix  la  Chapelle. 
Hie  twelve  years  that  ensued  gave  more  abundant  proofs  of 
the  submissiveness  with  which  the  schemes  of  George  11.  for 
the  good  of  Hanover  were  received  by  his  ministers,  though 
not  by  his  people  ;  but  the  most  striking  instance  of  all  is  the 
abandonment  by  Mr.  Pitt  himself  of  all  his  former  professions 
in  pouring  troops  into  Germany.  I  do  not  inquire  whether 
a  sense  of  national  honour  might  not  render  some  of  these 
measures  justifiable,  though  none  of  them  were  advantageous ; 
but  it  is  certain  that  the  strong  bent  of  the  king's  partiality 
forced  them  on  against  the  repugnance  of  most  statesmen,  as 
well  as  of  the  great  majority  in  parliament  and  out  of  it. 

Comparatively  however  with  the  state  of  prerogative  before 
the  revolution,  we  can  hardly  dispute  that  there  has  been  a 
systematic  diminution  of  the  reigning  prince's  control,  which, 
though  it  may  be  compensated  or  concealed  in  ordinary  times 
by  the  general  influence  of  the  executive  administration,  is  of 
material  importance  in  a  constitutional  light.  Independently 
of  other  consequences  which  might  be  pointed  out  as  probable 
or  contingent,  it  affords  a  real  security  against  endeavours  by 
the  crown  to  subvert  or  essentially  impair  the  other  parts  of 
our  government.  For,  though  a  king  may  believe  himself 
and  his  posterity  to  be  interested  in  obtaining  arbitrary  power, 
it  is  far  less  likely  that  a  minister  should  desire  to  do  so — I 
mean  arbitrary,  not  in  relation  to  temporary  or  partial  abridge- 
ments of  the  subject's  liberty,  but  to  such  projects  as  Charles  L 
and  James  H.  attempted  to  execute.  What  indeed  might  be 
effiscted  by  a  king,  at  once  able,  active,  popular,  and  ambi- 
tious, should  such  ever  unfortunately  appear  in  this  country, 
it  is  not  easy  to  predict ;  certainly  his  reign  would  be  dan- 
gerous, on  one  side  or  other,  to  the  present  balance  of  the 
constitution.  But  against  this  contingent  evil,  or  the  far  more 
probable  encroachments  of  ministers,  which,  though  not  going 
the  full  length  of  despotic  power,  might  slowly  undermine 
and  contract  the  rights  of  th6  people,  no  positive  statutes  can 
be  devised  so  effectual  as  the  vigilance  of  the  people  themselves 
and  their  increased  means  of  knowing  and  estimating  the 
measures  of  their  government. 
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The  publication  of  regxilar  newspapers,  not  merely  designed 
for  the  communication  of  intelligence,  but  for  the 
pCiitiMi^^  discussion  of  political  topics,  may  be  referred  to  the 
wntngi.     Yatter  part  of  the  reign  of  Anne,  when  they  obtained 
great  circulation,  and  became  the  accredited  organs  of  different 
factions.*     The  tory  ministers  were  annoyed  at  the  vivacity 
of  the  press  both  in  periodical  and  other  writings,  which  led 
to  a  stamp-duty,  intended  chiefly  to  diminish  their  number, 
and  was  nearly  producing  more  pernicious  restrictions,  such 
as  renewing  the  licensing-act,  or  compelling  authors  to  ac- 
knowledge their  names,  t    These  however  did  not  take  place, 
and  the  government  more  honourably  coped  with  their  aidver- 
saries  in  the  same  warfare ;  nor  with  Swift  and  Bolingbroke 
on  their  side,  could  they  require,  except  indeed  through  the 
badness  of  their  cause,  any  aid  from  the  arm  of  power,  t 

In  a  single  hour,  these  two  great  masters  of  language  were 
changed  from  advocates  of  the  crown  to  tribunes  of  the 
people;  both  more  distinguished  as  writers  in  this  altered 
scene  of  their  fortunes,  and  certainly  among  the  first  political 
combatants  with  the  weapons  of  the  press  whom  the  world 
has  ever  known.  Bolingbroke's  influence  was  of  course 
greater  in  England ;  and,  with  all  the  signal  faults  of  his 
public  character,  with  all  the  factiousness  which  dictated  most 
of  his  writings,  and  the  indefinite  declamation  or  shallow 
reasoning  which  they  frequently  display,  they  have  merits 
not  always  sufficiently  acknowledged.  He  seems  first  to 
have  made  the  tories  reject  their  old  tenets  of  exalted  prero- 
gative and  hereditary  right,  and  scorn  the  high-church  theo- 

*  Upon  examination  of  the  valuable  count  of  this  provision.  Pari.  Hist  vi. 
series  of  newspapers  in  the  British  Mu-  1141.  But  the  queen,  on  opening  the 
8eum»  I  find  very  little  expression  of  session,  in  April,  171S,  recommended 
political  feelings  till  1710,  after  the  trial  some  new  law  to  check  the  lioentiousnesi 
of  Sacheverell,  and  change  of  ministry,  of  the  press.  Id.  117S.  Nothing  bow. 
The  Daily  Courant  and  Postman  then  ever  was  done  in  consequence, 
begin  to  attack  the  Jacobites,  and  the  t  Bolingbroke*s  letter  to  the  Ex- 
Post-boy  the  dissenters.  But  these  news-  ammer,  in  171(\  excited  so  much  at- 
papers  were  less  important  than  the  pe-  tention  that  it  was  answered  by  lord 
riodical  sheets,  such  as  the  Examiner  and  Cowper,  then  chancellor,  in  a  letter  to 
Medley,  which  were  solely  devoted  to  the  Tatler.  Somers  Traets,  ziii.  75. ; 
party  controversy.  where  sir  Walter  Scott  justly  observes, 

f  A  bill  was  brought  in  for  this  pur-  that  the  fact  of  two  such  statesmen  be- 

pose  in  1712,  which  Swift,  in  his  History  coming  the  correspondents  of  periodiod 

of  the  Last  Four  Years,  who  never  print-  publications   shovrs  the  influence  tbej 

ed  any  thing  with  his  name,  naturally  must  have  acquired  over  the  public  mind, 
blames.     It  miscarried,  probably  on  ae- 
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ries  which  they  had  maintained  under  William  and  Anne. 
His  Dissertation  on  Parties,  and  Letters  on  the  History  of 
England,  are  in  fact  written  on  Whig  principles  (if  I  know 
what  is  meant  by  that  name),  in  their  general  tendency  ; 
however  a  politician,  who  had  always  some  particular  end  in 
view,  may  have  fallen  into  several  inconsistencies.*  The  same 
character  is  due  to  the  Craftsman,  and  to  most  of  the  tem- 
porary pamphlets  directed  against  sir  Robert  Walpole.  They 
teemed,  it  is  true,  with  exaggerated  declamations  on  the  side 
of  liberty  ;  but  that  was  the  side  they  took ;  it  was  to  gene- 
rous prejudices  they  appealed,  nor  did  they  ever  advert  to  the 
times  before  the  revolution  but  with  contempt  or  abhorrence. 
Libels  there  were  indeed  of  a  different  class,  proceeding  from 
the  Jacobite  school ;  but  these  obtained  little  regard ;  the 
Jacobites  themselves,  or  such  as  affected  to  be  so,  having 
more  frequently  espoused  that  cause  from  a  sense  of  dissatis- 
faction with  the  conduct  of  the  reigning  family  than  from 
much  regard  to  the  pretensions  of  the  other.  Upon  the 
whole  matter  it  must  be  evident  to  every  person  who  is  at  all 
conversant  with  the  publications  of  George  H.'s  reign,  with 
the  poems,  the  novels,  the  essays,  and  almost  all  the  litera- 
ture of  the  time,  that  what  are  called  the  popular  or  liberal 
doctrines  of  government  were  decidedly  prevalent.  The  sup- 
porters themselves  of  the  Walpole  and  Pelham  administra- 
tions, though  professedly  whigs,  and  tenacious  of  revolution 
principles,  made  complaints,  both  in  parliament  and  in 
pamphlets,  of  the  democratical  spirit,  the  insubordination  to 
authority,  the  tendency  to  republican  sentiments,  which  they 
alleged  to  have  gained  ground  among  the  people.  It  is  cer- 
tain that  the  tone  of  popular  opinion  gave  some  countenance 
to  these  assertions,  though  much  exaggerated,  in  order  to 
create  alarm  in  the  aristocratical  classes,  and  furnish  argu- 
ments against  redress  of  abuses. 

The  two  houses  of  parliament  are  supposed  to  deliberate 
with  closed  doors.     It  is  always  competent  for  any  puwioition 
one  member  to  insist  that  strangers  be  excluded ;  <>f  **«*»•'«■• 

•  [**A   king  of  Great   Britoin/*  he  ture."     This  was  in  1731.     Nothing  can 

lays  in  his  seyenth  Letter  on  the  History  be  more  unlike   the  original    tone  of 

of  England,  "  is  that  supreme  magistrate  toryism. — 1 845.] 
who  has  a  negative  voice  in  the  Tegisla- 
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not  on  any  special  ground,  but  by  merely  enfordng  the 
standing  order  for  that  purpose.  It  has  been  tseveral  times 
resolved,  that  it  is  a  high  breach  of  privilege  to  publish 
any  speeches  or  proceedings  of  the  commons  *  ;  though  they 
have  since  directed  their  own  votes  and  resolutions  to  be 
printed.  Many  persons  have  been  punished  by  commit- 
ment for  this  ofience ;  and  it  is  still  highly  irregular,  in  any 
debate,  to  allude  to  the  reports  in  newspapers,  except  for  the 
purpose  of  animadverting  on  the  breach  of  privil^e.t 
Notwithstanding  this  pretended  strictness,  notices  of  the  more 
interesting  discussions  were  frequently  made  public  ;  and  en- 
tire speeches  were  sometimes  circulated  by  those  who  liad 
sought  popularity  in  delivering  them.  After  the  accession  of 
George  I.  we  find  a  pretty  regular  account  of  debates  in  an 
annual  publication,  Boyer's  Historical  Register,  which  was 
continued  to  the  year  V/SJ.  They  were  afterwards  pub- 
lished monthly,  and  much  more  at  length,  in  the  London  and 
the  Gentleman's  Magazines ;  the  latter,  as  is  well  known, 
improved  by  the  pen  of  Johnson,  yet  not  so  as  to  lose  by 
any  means  the  leading  scope  of  the  arguments.  It  follows 
of  course  that  the  restriction  upon  the  presence  of  strangers 
had  been  almost  entirely  dispensed  with.  A  transparent  veil 
was  thrown  over  this  innovation  by  disguising  the  names  of 
the  speakers,  or  more  commonly  by  printing  only  initial  and 
final  letters.     This  ridiculous  affectation  of  concealment  was 

*  [The  first  instance  seems  to  be  Dee.  sideration  some  years  afterwardsi  in  17S8, 

27tb,  1694,  when  it  is  resolved,  that  no  the  resolution  was  repeated  in  nearly  the 

news  letter  writers  do,  in  their  letters  or  same  words,  but  after  a  debate  wherein, 

other  papers  which  they  disperse,  pre-  though  no  one  undertook  to  defend  the 

sume  to  intermeddle  with  the  debates  or  practice,  the   danger  of   impairing  the 

other  proceedings  of  this  house.     Jour-  liberty  of  the  press  was  more  insisted 

nals. — 1845.]  upon  than  would  formerly   have  been 

t  It  was  resolved,  nem.  con.,  Feb.  usual;  and  sir  Robert  Walpole  took 
26th,  1 729,  That  it  is  an  indignity  to,  credit  to  himself,  justly  enou^  lor  re- 
and  a  breach  of  the  privilege  of,  this  specting  it  more  than  his  predeeessors. 
house,  for  any  person  to  presume  to  give,  Id.  x.  800.  Coxe's  Walpole,  L  572.  £d- 
in  written  or  printed  newspapers,  any  ward  Cave,  the  well-known  editor  of  the 
account  or  minutes  of  the  debates,  or  Gentleman's  Magfuina^  and  the  pub> 
other  proceedings  of  this  house,  or  of  Usher  of  another  Magaxine,  was  brought 
any  committee  thereof;  and  that  upon  to  the  bar,  April  dOth,  1747,  for  pub- 
discovery  of  the  authors,  &c.  this  house  lisbing  the  house's  debates ;  when  tbe 
will  proceed  against  the  offenders  with  former  denied  that  he  retained  any  person 
the  utmost  severity.  Pari.  Hist.  viii.  in  pay  to  make  the  speeches,  and  after 
683.  There  are  former  resolutions  to  expressing  his  contrition  was  disehaiged 
the  same  effect.  The  speaker  having  on  payment  of  fees.  Id.  xiv.  57. 
himsdf  brought  the  subject  under  con- 


Anne,  Geo.  L,  Geo.  n.]  FROM  HENRY  VH.  TO  GEORGE  II.  468 

extended  to  many  other  words  in  political  writings,  and  had 
not  wholly  ceased  in  the  American  war. 

It  is  aJmost  impossible  to  over-rate  the  value  of  this  re- 
gular publication  of  proceedings  in  parliament,  carried  as  it 
has  been  in  our  own  time  to  nearly  as  great  copiousness  and 
accuracy  as  is  probably  attainable.  It  tends  manifestly  and 
powerfuUy  to  keep  within  bounds  the  supineness  and  negli- 
gence, the  partiality  and  corruption,  to  which  every  parlia- 
ment, either  from  the  nature  of  its  composition  or  the  frailty 
of  mankind,  must  more  or  less  be  liable.  Perhaps  the  con- 
stitution would  not  have  stood  so  long,  or  rather  would  have 
stood  like  an  useless  and  untenanted  mansion,  if  this  unlawful 
means  had  not  kept  up  a  perpetual  intercourse,  a  recipro- 
city of  influence  between  the  parliament  and  the  people.  A 
stream  of  fresh  air,  boisterous  perhaps  sometimes  as  the 
winds  of  the  north,  yet  as  healthy  and  invigorating,  flows  in 
to  renovate  the  stagnant  atmosphere,  and  to  prevent  that 
tnaiaria^  which  self-interest  and  oligarchical  exclusiveness 
are  always  tending  to  generate.  Nor  has  its  importance 
been  less  perceptible  in  affording  the  means  of  vindicating 
the  measures  of  government,  and  securing  to  them,  when 
just  and  reasonable,  the  approbation  of  the  majority  among 
the  middle  ranks,  whose  weight  in  the  scale  has  been  gra* 
dually  increasing  during  the  last  and  present  centuries. 

This  augmentation  of  the  democratical  influence,  using 
that  term  as  applied  to  the  conmfiercial  and  industrious  inereued 
classes  in  contradistinction  to  the  territorial  aristo-  o^hfii^d- 
cracy,  was  the  slow  but  certain  effect  of  accumulated  ^^^  ""^■* 
wealth  and  diffused  knowledge,  acting  however  on  the  tradi- 
tional notions  of  freedom  and  equality  which  had  ever  pre- 
vailed in  the  English  people.  The  nation,  exhausted  by  the 
long  wars  of  William  and  Anne,  recovered  strength  in  thirty 
years  of  peace  that  ensued;  and  in  that  period,  especially 
under  the  prudent  rule  of  Walpole,  the  seeds  of  our  commer- 
cial greatness  were  gradually  ripened.  It  was  evidently  the 
most  prosperous  season  that  England  had  ever  experienced ; 
and  the  progression,  though  slow,  being  uniform,  the  reign 
perhaps  of  George  II.  might  not  disadvantageously  be  com- 
pared, for  the  real  happiness  of  the  community,  with  that 
more  brilliant  but  uncertain  and  oscillatory  condition  which 
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has  ensued.  A  distinguished  writer  has  observed  that  the  la- 
bourer's wages  have  never,  at  least  for  many  ages,  commanded 
SO  large  a  portion  of  subsistence  as  in  this  part  of  the  eighteenth 
century.*  The  public  debt,  though  it  excited  alarms  from  its 
magnitude,  at  which  we  are  now  accustomed  to  smile,  and 
though  too  little  care  was  taken  for  redeeming  it,  did  not 
press  very  heavily  on  the  nation  ;  as  the  low  rate  of  interest 
evinces,  the  government  securities  at  three  per  cent,  having 
generally  stood  above  par.  In  the  war  of  174f3f  which  from 
the  selfish  practice  of  relying  wholly  on  loans  did  not  much 
retard  the  immediate  advance  of  the  country,  and  still  more 
after  the  peace  of  Aix  la  Chapelle,  a  striking  increase  of 
wealth  became  perceptible.!  This  was  shown  in  one  circum- 
stance directly  affecting  the  character  of  the  constitution. 
The  smaller  boroughs,  which  had  been  from  the  earliest  time 
under  the  command  of  neighbouring  peers  and  gentlemen,  or 
sometimes  of  the  crown,  were  attempted  by  rich  capitalists, 
with  no  other  connexion  or  recommendation  than  one  whidi 
is  generally  sufficient.!  This  appears  to  have  been  first  ob- 
served in  the  general  elections  of  17^7  and  1754§;  and 
though  the  prevalence  of  bribery  is  attested  by  the  statute 
book,  and  the  journals  of  parliament  from  the  revolution,  it 
seems  not  to  have  broken  down  all  flood-gates  till  near  the 


*  Malthus,     Principles    of    Political         §  Tindal»  apud  Pari.  Hist.  xiv.  66.    I 

Economy  (18S0),  p.  279.  have  read  the  same  in  other  books,  but 

j-  Macpherson  (or   Anderson),  Hist  know  not  at  present  where  to  search  Ibr 

of  Commerce.     Chalmers's  Estimate  of  the  passages.     Hogarth*s  pictures  of  the 

Strength   of  Great    Britain.     Sinclair's  election  are  evidence  to  the  conuptioo  in 

Hist,  of  Revenue,  cum  mtUttM  aUu.  his  time,  so  also  are  some  of  Smollett's 

f  [The  practice  of  treating  at  elections,  novels.    Addison,  Swift,  and  Pope  would 

not  with  the  view  of  obtaining  votes,  but  not  have  neglected  to  lash  this  vice  if  it 

as  joyous  hospitality,  though  carried  to  a  had  been  glaring  in  tbeir  age ;   which 

ruinous  extent,  began  with  the  country  shows  that  the  change  took  place  about 

gentlemen  themselves,  and  is  complained  the  time  I  have  mentioned.     [This  is  not 

of  soon  after  the  restoration.     Perhaps  it  quite  accurately  stated ;   both  the  e]ee> 

was  not  older,  at  least  so  as  to  attract  tion  of  strangers  by  boroughs,  and  its 

notice.      Evelyn   tells   us   of  a  county  natural  concomitant,  bribery,  had  b^un 

election  which  cost  2000/.  in  mere  eating  to  excite  complaint  by  their  increasing 

and  drinking.    The  treating  act,  7  W.  S.  frequency,  as  early  as  the  reign  of  George 

c.  4.,  is  very  stringent  in  its  provisions,  I.,  and  led  to  the  act  rendering  elections 

and  has  dispossessed  many  of  their  seats  void,  and  inflicting  severe  penalties,  tor 

on  petition.     Bribery  came  ftom  a  dif-  bribery,  in  1 728.     But  still  it  is  true 

ferent   quarter.     Swift    speaks,    in  the  that   in  the    general  election  of  1747 

Examiner,  of  "influencing  distant  bo-  much  more  of  it  took  place  than  ever 

roughs  by  powerful  motives  from  the  before. — 1845.] 
city."— 1845.] 
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end  of  the  reign  of  George  II.  But  the  sale  of  seats  in  par- 
liament, like  any  other  transferable  property,  is  never  men- 
tioned in  any  book  that  I  remember  to  have  seen  of  an  earlier 
date  than  I76O.  We  may  dispense  therefore  with  the  inquiry 
in  what  manner  this  extraordinary  traffic  has  affected  the  con- 
stitution, observing  only  that  its  influence  must  have  tended 
to  counteract  that  of  the  territorial  aristocracy,  which  is  still 
sufficiently  predominant.  The  country  gentlemen,  who  claimed 
to  themselves  a  character  of  more  independence  and  patriotism 
than  could  be  found  in  any  other  class,  had  long  endeavoured 
to  protect  their  ascendancy  by  excluding  the  rest  of  the  com- 
munity from  parliament.  This  was  the  principle  of  the  bill, 
which,  after  being  frequently  attempted,  passed  into  a  law 
during  the  tory  administration  of  Anne,  requiring  every 
member  of  the  commons,  except  those  for  the  universities,  to 
possess,  as  a  qualification  for  his  seat,  a  landed  estate,  above 
all  incumbrances,  of  300L  a  year.*  By  a  later  act  of 
George  II.,  with  which  it  was  thought  expedient,  by  the 
government  of  the  day,  to  gratify  the  landed  interest,  this 
property  must  be  stated  on  oath  by  every  member  on  taking 
his  seat,  and,  if  required,  at  his  election.t  The  law  is  how- 
ever notoriously  evaded ;  and  though  much  might  be  urged 
in  favour  of  rendering  a  competent  income  the  condition  of 
eligibility,  few  would  be  found  at  present  to  maintain  that  the 
freehold  qualification  is  not  required  both  unconstitutionally, 
according  to  the  ancient  theory  of  representation,  and  absurdly, 
according  to  the  present  state  of  property  in  England.  But 
I  am  again  admonished,  as  I  have  frequently  been  in  viriting 
these  last  pages,  to  break  off  fi-om  subjects  that  might  carry 
me  too  far  away  from  the  business  of  this  history ;  and,  con- 
tent with  compiling  and  selecting  the  records  of  the  past,  to 
shun  the  difficult  and  ambitious  office  of  judging  the  present, 
or  of  speculating  upon  the  future. 

*  9  Anne,  c.  5.     A  bill  for  this  pur-  however,  had  a  very  fair  pretext  for  al- 

pose  had  passed  the  commons  in  1 696 ;  legtng  that  they  were  interested  ;  and  in 

the  city  of  London  and  several   other  fact  a  rider  was  added  to  the  bill,  that 

places  petitioning  against  it.     Journals,  any   merchant  might   serve  for  a  place 

Nov.  21,  &c.     The  house  refused  to  let  where  he  should  be  himself  a  voter,  on 

some  of  these  petitions  be  read ;  I  sup-  making  oath  that  he  was  worth  5000/. 

pose  on  the  ground  that  they  related  to  Id.  Dec.  19. 

a  matter  of  general  policy.   These  towns,  f  33  G.  2.  c.  20. 

VOL.  II.  H  H 
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CHAPTER  XVII. 

ON    THE    CONSTITUTION    OF    SCOTLAND. 

Early  State  of  Scotland  —  Introduction  of  Feudal  Sytlem  —  Scott  Parliament — 
Potoer  oftlte  Aristocracy  —  Royal  Influence  in  Parliament —  Judicial  Power  ^ 
Court  of  Session  —  Reformation  —  Power  of  the  Presbyterian  Clergy  —  Uteir 
Attempts  at  Independence  on  the  State  —  Andrew  Melmlle  —  Success  of 
James  VI,  in  restraining  them  —  Establishment  of  Episcopacy  —  Innovations 
of  Charles  I,  —  Arbitrary  Government  —  Cioil  War  —  Tyrannical  Govern^ 
ment  of  Charles  II,  — Reign  of  James  VII, —  RevoluUon^  and  Establishment 
of  Presbytery  —  Reign  of  William  III, —  Act  of  Security  —  Union —  Gradual 
Decline  of  Jacobitism, 

It  is  not  very  profitable  to  inquire  into  the  constitutional 
antiquities  of  a  country,  which  furnishes  no  authentic  histo- 
Eariyitate  ^iau,  uor  laws,  uor  charters,  to  guide  our  research, 
of  Scotland.  ^  jg  ^.j^^  ^^^^  ^^j^  Scotlaud  bcforc  the  twelfth  cen- 
tury. The  latest  and  most  laborious  of  her  antiquaries  ap- 
pears to  have  proved  that  her  institutions  were  wholly  Celtic 
until  that  era,  and  greatly  similar  to  those  of  Ireland.*  A 
total,  though  probably  gradual,  change  must  therefore  have 
taken  place  in  the  next  age,  brought  about  by  means  which 
have  not  been  satisfactorily  explained.  The  crown  became 
strictly  hereditary,  the  ffovemors  of  districts  took  the 

Introduction  n«  r  i  i  iii'i  i 

of  feudal  appellation  of  earls,  the  whole  kmgdom  was  sub- 
jected to  a  feudal  tenure,  the  Anglo-Norman  laws, 
tribunals,  local  and  municipal  magistracies  were  introduced 
as  far  as  the  royal  influence  could  prevail  j  above  all,  a  sur- 
prising number  of  families,  chiefly  Norman,  but  some  of 
Saxon  or  Flemish  descent,  settled  upon  estates  granted  by 
the  kings  of  Scotland,  and  became  the  founders  of  its  aris- 
tocracy. It  was,  as  truly  as  some  time  afterwards  in 
Ireland,  the  encroachment  of  a  Gothic  and  feudal  polity 
upon  the  inferior  civilisation  of  the  Celts,  though  accom- 
plished with  far  less  resistance,  and  not  quite  so  slowly. 
Yet    the    Highland   tribes   long   adhered   to    their   ancient 

*  Chalmerses  Caledonia,  vol.  i.  passim. 
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usages ;  nor  did  the  laws  of  English  origin  obtain  in  some 
other  districts,  two  or  three  centuries  after  their  establish- 
ment on  both  sides  of  the  Forth.* 

It  became  almost  a  necessary  consequence  from  this  adop- 
tion of  the  feudal  system,  and  assimilation  to  the  seotapvua. 
Enghsh  institutions,  that  the  kings  of  Scotland  ^^^ 
would  have  their  general  council  or  parliament  upon  nearly 
the  same  model  as  that  of  the  Anglo-Norman  sovereigns 
they  so  studiously  imitated.  If  the  statutes  ascribed  to 
William  the  Lion,  contemporary  with  our  Henry  II.,  are 
genuine,  they  were  enacted,  as  we  should  expect  to  find, 
with  the  concurrence  of  the  bishops,  abbots,  barons,  and 
other  good  men  (probi  homines)  of  the  land;  meaning 
doubtless  the  inferior  tenants  in  capite.t  These  laws  indeed 
are  questionable,  and  there  is  a  great  want  of  unequivocal 
records  till  almost  the  end  of  the  thirteenth  century.  The 
representatives  of  boroughs  are  first  distinctly  mentioned  in 
1326,  under  Robert  I. ;  though  some  have  been  of  opinion 
that  vestiges  of  their  appearance  in  parliament  may  be  traced 
higher;  but  they  are  not  enumerated  among  the  classes 
present  in  one  held  in  1315.t  In  the  ensuing  reign  of 
David  II.,  the  three  estates  of  the  realm  are  expressly  men- 
tioned as  the  legislative  advisers  of  the  crown.  § 

A  Soots  parliament  resembled  an  English  one  in  the  mode 
of  convocation,  in  the  ranks  that  composed  it,  in  the  enacting 
powers  of  the  king,  and  the  necessary  consent  of  the  three 
estates  ;  but  differed  in  several  very  important  respects.  No 
freeholders,  except  tenants  in  capite,  had  ever  any  right  of 
sufirage ;  which  may,  not  improbably,  have  been  in  some 
measure  owing  to  the  want  of  that  Anglo-Saxon  institution, 
the  county-court.  These  feudal  tenants  of  the  crown  came  in 

STson  to  parliament,  as  they  did  in  England  till  the  reign  of 
enry  III.,  and  sat  together  with  the  prelates  and  barons  in 
one  chamber.  A  prince  arose  in  Scotland  in  the  first  part  of 
the  fifteenth  century,  resembling  the  English  Justinian  in  his 
politic  regard  to  strengthening  his  own  prerogative  and  to 

*  Id.  500.  et  post     Dalrymple's  An-  235.  283.;  ii.  S5.  116.     Chalmers,  743. 

nals  of  Scotland,  88.  30,  &c.  Wight  thinks  they  might  perhaps  only 

t  Chalmers,  741.     Wight*s  Lav   of  have  had  a  voice  in  the  imposition  of 

Election  in  Scotland,  S8.  taxes. 

I  Id.  25.    Dalrymple*8  Annals,  i.  139.         §  Dalrymple^  il  241.     Wight,  26. 
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maintaining  public  order.  It  was  enacted  by  a  law  of  James  I., 
in  14^79  that  the  smaller  barons  and  free  tenants  '<  need 
not  to  come  to  parliament,  so  that  of  every  sheriffdom  there 
be  sent  two  or  more  wise  men,  chosen  at  the  head  court,''  to 
represent  the  rest.  These  were  to  elect  a  speaker,  through 
whom  they  were  to  communicate  with  the  king  and  other 
estates.*  This  was  evidently  designed  as  an  assimilation  to 
the  English  house  of  commons.  But  the  statute  not  being 
imperative,  no  regard  was  paid  to  this  permission ;  and  it  is 
not  till  1587  that  we  find  the  representation  of  the  Scots 
counties  finally  established  by  law ;  though  one  important 
object  of  James's  policy  was  never  attained,  the  different 
estates  of  parliament  having  always  voted  promiscuously,  as 
the  spiritual  and  temporal  lords  in  England. 

But  no  distinction  between  the  national  councils  of  die 
Power  or  the  two  kingdoms  was  more  essential  than  what  appears 
arutocracy.  ^  li^Lve  bccu  iutroduccd  into  the  Scots  parliament 
under  David  II.  In  the  year  1367  &  parliament  having  met 
at  Scone,  a  committee  was  chosen  by  the  three  estates,  who 
seem  to  have  had  full  powers  delegated  to  them,  the  others 
returning  home  on  account  of  the  advanced  season.  The 
same  was  done  in  one  held  next  year,  without  any  assigned 
pretext.  But  in  1369  this  committee  was  chosen  only  to 
prepare  all  matters  determinable  in  parliament,  or  fit  to  be 
therein  treated  for  the  decision  of  the  three  estates  on  the 
last  day  but  one  of  the  session.t  The  former  scheme  ap- 
peared possibly,  even  to  those  careless  and  unwilling  legisla- 
tors, too  complete  an  abandonment  of  their  function.  But 
even  modified  as  it  was  in  1369,  it  tended  to  devolve  the 
whole  business  of  parliament  on  this  elective  committee,  sub- 
sequently known  by  the  appellation  of  lords  of  the  articles. 
It  came  at  last  to  be  the  general  practice,  though  some  ex- 
ceptions to  this  rule  may  be  found,  that  nothing  was  laid 
before  parliament  without  their  previous  recommendation ; 
and  there  seems  reason  to  think  that  in  the  first  parliament 
of  James  L,  in  1424,  such  full  powers  were  delegated  to  the 
committee  as  had  been  granted  before  in  1367  and  1368, 

*  Statutes  of  Scotland,  1427.  Pink-  f  Dalrymple,  ii.  261.  Stuart  on  Pub- 
crton*s  History  of  Scotland,  i.  120.  lie  Law  of  Scotland,  344.  Robertson's 
Wight,  SO.  History  of  Scotland,  I  84. 
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and  that  the  three  estates  never  met  again  to  sanction  their 
resolutions.*  The  preparatory  committee  is  not  uniformly 
mentioned  in  the  preamble  of  statutes  made  during  the  reign 
of  this  prince  and  his  two  next  successors ;  but  there  may  be 
no  reason  to  infer  from  thence  that  it  was  not  appointed. 
From  the  reign  of  James  IV.  the  lords  of  articles  are  regu- 
larly named  in  the  records  of  every  parliament.t 

It  is  said  that  a  Scots  parliament,  about  the  middle  of  the 
fifteenth  century,  consisted  of  near  one  hundred  and  ninety 
persons,  t  We  do  not  find  however  that  more  than  half  this 
number  usually  attended.  A  list  of  those  present  in  147^ 
gives  but  fourteen  bishops  and  abbots,  twenty-two  earls  and 
barons,  thirty-four  lairds  or  lesser  tenants  in  capite,  and 
eight  deputies  of  boroughs.  §  The  royal  boroughs  entitled 
to  be  represented  in  parliament  were  above  thirty ;  but  it 
was  a  common  usage  to  choose  the  deputies  of  other  towns 
as  their  proxies.  ||  The  great  object  with  them,  as  well  as 
with  the  lesser  barons,  was  to  save  the  cost  and  trouble  of 
attendance.  It  £^pears  indeed  that  they  formed  rather  an 
insignificant  portion  of  the  legislative  body.  They  are  not 
named  as  consenting  parties  in  several  of  the  statutes  of 
James  III. ;  and  it  seems  that  on  some  occasions  they  had 
not  been  summoned  to  parliament,  for  an  act  was  passed  in 
1504,  *^  that  the  commissaries  and  headsmen  of  the  burghs 
be  warned  when  taxes  or  constitutions  are  given,  to  have 
their  advice  therein,    as   one  of  the  three   estates  of  the 


*  Wight,  62.  65.  his  grace  to  have  the  greatest  of  his  pre- 

f  Id.  69.     [A   remarkable  proof  of  ktes  and  barons  counsel,  be  shall  adver- 

tbe  trust  Tested  in  the  lords  of  articles  tise  them  thereof,  by  his  special  writings, 

will  be    found  in   the   Scots    Statutes,  to  convene  such  day  and  place  as  he  shall 

▼ol.  ii.  p.  340.,  xrhich  is  not  noticed  by  think  most  expedient.*'     These  lords  of 

Pinkerton.      Power   was  given   to  the  articles  even  granted  a  tax. — 1845.] 

lords  of  articles,  after  a  prorogation  of  f  Pinkerton,  i.  373. 

parliament  in  1535,  '*to  make  acts,  st&-  §  Id.  360.     [In  1478,  we  find  24  spi- 

tutesy  and  constitutions  for  good  rule,  ritual,  and  32  temporal  lords,  with  22 

justice  and  policy,  conform  to  the  arti-  tenants  in  capite,  or  lairds,  and  201  com> 

eles  to  be  given   by   the   king*s  grace,  missioners   of  burghs.      This   was   un- 

and   as  shall  please  any  other  to  give  usually  numerous.     But,  as   Robertson 

and  present  to   them.     And   whatever  observes,  in  the  reign  of  James  III.,  pub- 

they  ordain  or  statute,  to  have  the  same  lie  indignation   brought   to   parliament 

form,  strength,  and  effect  as  if  the  same  many  lesser  barons  and  burgesses  who 

were  made  and  statute  by  all  the  three  were  wont  to  stay  away-  in  peaceable 

estates  being  personally  present     And  times.    Hist  of  Scotland,  i.  246. — 1845.] 

if  any  greater  matter  occurs,  that  please  ||   Id.  372. 
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realm/*  *  This  however  is  an  express  recogiiitioii  of  iheir 
right,  though  it  might  have  been  set  aside  by  an  irregular 
exercise  of  power. 

It  was  a  natural  result  from  the  constitution  of  a  Scots 
parliament,  together  with  the  general  state  of  society 
flumlJTn  in  that  kingdom,  that  its  efforts  were  almost  uni- 
^"™"*-  formly  directed  to  augment  and  invigorate  the  royal 
authority.  Their  statutes  afford  a  remarkable  contrast  to 
those  of  England  in  the  absence  of  provisions  against  the 
exorbitancies  of  prerogative.!  Robertson  has  observed  that 
the  kings  of  Scotland,  from  the  time  at  least  of  James  I., 
acted  upon  a  steady  system  of  repressing  the  aristocracy ; 
and  though  this  has  been  called  too  refined  a  supposition, 
and  attempts  have  been  made  to  explain  otherwise  their 
conduct,  it  seems  strange  to  deny  the  operation  of  a  motive 
so  natural,  and  so  readily  to  be  inferred  from  their  measures. 
The  causes  so  well  pointed  out  by  this  historian,  and  some 
that  might  be  added  ;  the  defensible  nature  of  great  part  of 
the  country;  the  extensive  possessions  of  some  powerful 
families ;  the  influence  of  feudal  tenure  and  Celtic  clanship ; 
the  hereditary  jurisdictions,  hardly  controlled,  even  in  theory, 
by  the  supreme  tribunals  of  the  crown  ;  the  custom  of  enter- 
ing into  bonds  of  association  for  mutual  defence;  the  frequent 
minorities  of  the  reigning  princes ;  the  necessary  abandon- 
ment of  any  strict  regard  to  monarchical  supremacy,  during 

*  Pinkerton,  ii.  53.  A  remarkable  eKpreauon,  however,  is 
f  In  a  statute  of  James  II.  (1440)  found  in  a  statute  of  the  same  king,  in 
'*the  three  estates  conclude,  that  it  is  1450;  which  enacts  that  any  man  rising 
speedful  that  our  sovereign  lord  the  king  in  war  againsl  the  king,  or  receiving  such 
ride  throughout  the  realm  incontinent  as  as  have  committed  treason,  or  holding 
shall  be  seen  to  the  council  where  any  houses  against  the  king,  or  assaulting 
rebellion,  slaughter,  burning,  robbery,  castles  or  places  where  the  king's  power 
outrage,  or  theft  has  happened,'*  &c  shall  happen  to  be,  witMtnU  the  eoHsemt  of 
Statutes  of  Scotland,  ii.  32.  Pinkerton  the  three  ettatee,  shall  be  punished  as  a 
(i.  192.),  leaving  out  the  words  in  italics,  traitor.  Pinkerton,  i.  813.  I  am  in- 
has  argued  on  false  premises.  '*  In  this  clined  to  think  that  the  legblators  had  in 
singular  decree  wc  find  the  legislative  view  the  possible  recurrence  of  what  had 
body  regarding  the  king  in  the  modem  very  lately  happened,  that  an  ambitious 
light  of  a  chief  magistrate,  bound  equally  cabal  might  get  the  king's  person  into 
with  the  meanest  subject  to  obedience  to  their  power.  The  peculiar  circumstances 
the  laws,"  &c.  It  is  evident  that  the  estates  of  Scotland  are  to  be  taken  into  ae- 
spoke  in  this  instance  as  councillors,  not  count  when  we  consider  these  statutes, 
as  legislators.  This  is  merely  an  over-  which  are  not  to  be  looked  at  as  mere  in- 
sight of  a  very  well-informed  historian,  sulated  texts. 
who  is  by  no  means  in  the  trammels  of 
any  political  theory. 
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the  Struggle  for  independence  against  England  ;  the  election 
of  one  great  nobleman  to  the  crown  and  its  devolution  upon 
another ;  the  residence  of  the  t^'o  first  of  the  Stuart  name 
in  their  own  remote  domains ;  the  want  of  any  such  ef- 
fective counterpoise  to  the  aristocracy  as  the  sovereigns  of 
England  possessed  in  its  yeomanry  and  commercial  towns ; 
all  these  together  placed  the  kings  of  Scotland  in  a  situation 
which  neither  for  their  own  nor  their  people's  interest  they 
could  be  expected  to  endure.  But  an  impatience  of  submit- 
ting to  the  insolent  and  encroaching  temper  of  their  nobles 
drove  James  I.  (before  whose  time  no  settled  scheme  of 
reviving  the  royal  authority  seems  to  have  been  conceived) 
and  his  two  next  descendants  into  some  courses  which, 
though  excused  or  extenuated  by  the  difficulties  of  their 
position,  were  rather  too  precipitate  and  violent,  and  re- 
dounded at  least  to  their  own  destruction.  The  reign  of 
James  IV.,  from  his  accession  in  1488  to  his  unhappy  death 
at  Flodden,  in  1513,  was  the  first  of  tolerable  prosperity ; 
the  crown  having  by  this  time  obtained  no  inconsiderable 
strength,  and  the  course  of  law  being  somewhat  more  esta- 
blished, though  the  aristocracy  were  abundantly  capable  of 
withstanding  any  material  encroachment  upon  their  privi- 
leges. 

Though  subsidies  were  of  course  occasionally  demanded, 
yet  from  the  poverty  of  the  realm,  and  the  extensive  domains 
which  the  crown  retained,  they  were  much  less  frequent  than 
in  England,  and  thus  one  principal  source  of  difference  was 
removed  ;  nor  do  we  read  of  any  opposition  in  parliament  to 
what  the  lords  of  articles  thought  fit  to  propound.  Those 
who  disliked  the  government  stood  aloof  from  such  meetings, 
where  the  sovereign  was  in  his  vigour,  and  had  sometimes 
crushed  a  leader  of  faction  by  a  sudden  stroke  of  power ; 
confident  that  they  could  better  frustrate  the  execution  of 
laws  than  their  enactment,  and  that  questions  of  right  and 
privilege  could  never  be  tried  so  advantageously  as  in  the 
field.  Hence  it  is,  as  I  have  already  observed,  that  we  must 
not  look  to  the  statute-book  of  Scotland  for  many  limitations 
of  monarchy.  Even  in  one  of  James  XL,  which  enacts  that 
none  of  the  royal  domains  shall  for  the  future  be  alienated, 
and  that  the  king  and  his  successors  shall  be  sworn  to  observe 
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this  law,  it  may  be  conjectured  that  a  provision  rather  de- 
rogatory in  semblance  to  the  king's  dignity  was  introduced 
by  his  own  suggestion,  as  an  additional  security  against  the 
importunate  solicitations  of  the  aristocracy  whom  the  statute 
was  designed  to  restrain.*  The  next  reign  was  the  struggle 
of  an  imprudent,  and,  as  far  as  his  means  extended,  despotic 
prince,  against  the  spirit  of  his  subjects.  In  a  parliament  of 
1487)  we  find  almost  a  solitary  instance  of  a  statute  that 
appears  to  have  been  directed  against  some  illegal  proceed* 
ings  of  the  government.  It  is  provided  that  all  civil  suits 
shall  be  determined  by  the  ordinary  judges,  and  not  before 
the  king's  council.t  James  III.  was  killed  the  next  year  in 
attempting  to  oppose  an  extensive  combination  of  the  rebel- 
lious nobility.  In  the  reign  of  James  IV.,  the  influence  of 
the  aristocracy  shows  itself  rather  more  in  legislation  ;  and 
two  peculiarities  deserve  notice,  in  which,  as  it  is  said,  the 
legislative  authority  of  a  Scots  parliament  was  far  higher 
than  that  of  our  own.  They  were  not  only  often  consulted 
about  peace  or  war,  which  in  some  instances  was  the  case  in 
England,  but,  at  least  in  the  sixteenth  century,  their  approba- 
tion seems  to  have  been  necessary,  t  This,  though  not  con- 
sonant to  our  modern  notions,  was  certainly  no  more  than 
the  genius  of  the  feudal  system  and  the  character  of  a  great 
deliberative  council  might  lead  us  to  expect ;  but  a  more 
remarkable  singularity  was,  that  what  had  been  propounded 
by  the  lords  of  articles,  and  received  the  ratification  of  the 
three  estates,  did  not  require  the  king's  consent  to  give  it 
complete  validity.  Such  at  least  is  said  to  have  been  the 
Scots  constitution  in  the  time  of  James  VI. ;  though  we  may 
demand  very  full  proof  of  such  an  anomaly,  which  the  lan- 
guage of  their  statutes,  expressive  of  the  king's  enacting 
power,  by  no  means  leads  us  to  infer.  § 

The  kings  of  Scotland  had  always  their  aula  or  curia 
Judicial      I'^^S)  claiming  a  supreme  judicial  authority,  at  least 
power.       j^  some  causes,  though  it  might  be  difficult  to  de- 
termine its  boundaries,   or  how  far  they  were  respected. 
They   had  also  bailiffs  to  administer  justice  in  their  own 
domains,  and  sheriffs  in  every  county  for  the  same  purpose, 

•  Pinkerton,  i.  234.  f   Pinkerton,  ii.  266. 

t  Statutes  of  Scotland,  ii.  177.  §  Pinkerton,  ii.  400.     Laing,  iii.  32. 
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wherever  grants  of  regality  did  not  exclude  their  jurisdiction. 
These  regalities  were  hereditary  and  territorial ;  they  ex- 
tended to  the  infliction  of  capital  punishment ;  the  lord 
possessing  them  might  reclaim  or  repledge  (as  it  was  called, 
from  the  surety  he  was  obUged  to  give  that  he  would  him- 
self do  justice)  any  one  of  his  vassals  who  was  accused  before 
another  jurisdiction.  The  barons,  who  also  had  cognizance 
of  most  capital  o£fences,  and  the  royal  boroughs,  enjoyed  the 
same  privilege.  An  appeal  lay,  in  civil  suits,  from  the 
baron's  court  to  that  of  the  sheriff  or  lord  of  regality,  and 
ultimately  to  the  parliament,  or  to  a  certain  number  of 
persons,  to  whom  it  delegated  its  authority.*  This  appellant 
jurisdiction  of  parliament,  as  well  as  that  of  the  king's  privy 
council,  which  was  original,  came,  by  a  series  of  provisions 
from  the  year  1425  to  1532,  into  the  hands  of  a  court  of 
supreme  tribunal  thus  gradually  constituted  in  its  '**"*°"* 
present  form,  the  court  of  session.  It  was  composed  of  fifteen 
judges,  half  of  whom,  besides  the  president,  were  at  first 
churchmen,  and  soon  established  an  entire  subordination  of  the 
local  courts  in  all  civil  suits.  But  it  possessed  no  competence  in 
criminal  proceedings ;  the  hereditary  jurisdictions  remained 
unaffected  for  some  ages,  though  the  king's  two  justiciaries, 
replaced  afterwards  by  a  court  of  six  judges,  went  their  cir- 
cuits even  through  those  counties  wherein  charters  of  regality 
had  been  granted.  Two  remarkable  innovations  seem  to  have 
accompanied,  or  to  have  been  not  far  removed  in  time  from, 
the  first  formation  of  the  court  of  session  ;  the  discontinuance 
of  juries  in  civil  causes,  and  the  adoption  of  so  many  prin- 
ciples from  the  Roman  law  as  have  given  the  jurisprudence 
of  Scotland  a  very  different  character  from  our  own.  t 

In  the  reign  of  James  V.  it  might  appear  probable  that  by 
the  influence  of  laws  favourable  to  public  order,  better  en- 
forced through  the  council  and  court  of  session  than  before, 
by  the  final  subjugation  of  the  house  of  Douglas  and  of  the 
earls  of  Ross  in  the  North,  and  some  slight  increase  of  wealth 
in  the  towns,  conspiring  with  the  general  tendency  of  the 

*  Kaims*s   Law    Tracts.  PinkertoD,  Hist,    of  Scotland,   i.  117.  237.  388.; 

i.  158.  et  alibi.     Stuart  on  Public  Law  ii.  313.     Robertson,   i.  43.     Stuart  on 

of  Scotland.  Law  of  Scotland. 

-f  Kaims*t  Law  Tractn.  Pinkerton*s 
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sixteenth  century  throughout  Europe,  the  feudal  spirit  would 
be  weakened  and  kept  under  in  Scotland,  or  display  itself 
only  in  a  parliamentary  resistance  to  what  might  become  in 
its  turn  dangerous,  the  encroachments  of  arbitrary  power. 
But  immediately  afterwards  a  new  and  unexpected  impulse 
was  given  ;  religious  zeal,  so  blended  with  the  ancient  spirit 
of  aristocratic  independence  that  the  two  motives  are  scarcely 
distinguishable,  swept  before  it  in  the  first  whirlwind  almost 
every  vestiffe  of  the  royal  sovereiffnty.    The  Roman 

Reformation.  ,  ■'■,•  i?   •  i     i*   i      i       ■  i      i       4*  -11 

catholic  rehgion  was  abolished  with  the  lorms  indeed 
of  a  parliament,  but  of  a  parliament  not  summoned  by  the 
crown,  and  by  acts  that  obtained  not  its  assent.  The  Scots 
church  had  been  immensely  rich ;  its  riches  had  led,  as  every 
where  else,  to  neglect  of  duties  and  dissoluteness  of  life  ;  and 
these  vices  had  met  with  their  usual  punishment  in  the  people's 
hatred.*  The  reformed  doctrines  gained  a  more  rapid  and 
general  ascendancy  than  in  England,  and  were  accompanied 
with  a  more  strenuous  and  uncompromising  enthusiasm.  It 
is  probable  that  no  sovereign  retaining  a  strong  attachment 
to  the  ancient  creed  would  long  have  been  permitted  to  reign  ; 
and  Mary  is  entitled  to  every  presumption,  in  the  great  con- 
troversy that  belongs  to  her  name,  that  can  reasonably  be 
founded  on  this  admission.  But,  without  deviating  into  that 
long  and  intricate  discussion,  it  may  be  given  as  the  probable 
result  of  fair  inquiry,  that  to  impeach  the  characters  of  most 
of  her  adversaries  would  be  a  far  easier  task  than  to  exonerate 
her  own.t 

*  Robertson,  i.  149.     M*Crie*s  Life  Both  well,  Maitland,   and   some  others, 

of  Knox,  p.  1 5.     At  least  one  half  of  the  without  the  queen's  express  knowledge, 

wealth  of  Scotland  was  in  the  hands  or  but  with  a  reliance  on  her  passion  for  the 

the  clergy,  chiefly  of  a  few  individuals,  former,  which  would  lead  her  both  to 

Ibid.     [Robertson  thinks  that  James  V.  shelter   him   from   punishment,  and  to 

favoured  the  clergy  as  a  counterpoise  to  raise  him  to  her  bed ;  and  that,  in  both 

the  aristocracy,  which  may  account  for  respects,  this  expectation  was  fully  realised 

the  eagerness  of  the  latter,  generally,  by  a  criminal  connivance  at  the  escape  of 

in  the  reformation.     Hist,  of  Scotland,  one  whom  she  must  believe  to  have  been 

t  68.— 1845.]  concerned  in  her  husband's  death,  and  by 

f  I  have  read  a  good  deal  on  this  cele-  a  still  more  infamous  marriage  with  him. 
brated  controversy ;  but,  where  so  much  This,  it  appears  to  me,  is  a  conclusion 
is  disputed,  it  is  not  easy  to  form  an  that  may  be  drawn  by  reasoning  on  ad- 
opinion  on  every  point.  But,  upon  the  mitted  facts,  according  to  the  common 
whole,  I  think  there  are  only  two  hypo-  rules  of  presumptive  evidence.  The  se- 
theses  that  can  be  advanced  with  any  cond  supposition  is,  that  she  had  given  a 
colour  of  reason.  The  first  is,  that  the  previous  consent  to  the  assassinatioo. 
murder   of  Damley  was   projected  by  This  is  rendered  probable  by  several  clr- 
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The  history  of  Scotland  from  the  reformation  assumes  a 
character,  not  only  unlike  that  of  preceding  times,  but  to 
which  there  is  no  parallel  in  modem  ages.  It  became  a  con- 
test, not  between  the  crown  and  the  feudal  aristocracy  as 
before,  nor  between  the  assertors  of  preroffative  and  „ 

__  ^  ^  F0W6T  01  tnG 

of  privilege,  as  in  England,  nor  between  the  possessors  g^by terian 
of  established  power  and  those  who  deemed  them- 
selves oppressed  by  it,  as  is  the  usual  source  of  civil  discord, 
but  between  the  temporal  and  spiritual  authorities,  the  crown 
and  the  church ;  that  in  general  supported  by  the  legislature, 
this  sustained  by  the  voice  of  the  people.  Nothing  of  this 
kind,  at  least  in  any  thing  like  so  great  a  degree,  has  occurred 
in  other  protestant  countries ;  the  Anglican  church  being,  in 
its  original  constitution,  bound  up  with  the  state  as  one  of  its 
component  parts,  but  subordinate  to  the  whole ;  and  the 
ecclesiastical  order  in  the  kingdoms  and  commonwealths  of  the 
continent  being  either  destitute  of  temporal  authority  or  at 
least  subject  to  the  civil  magistrate's  supremacy. 

Knox,  the  founder  of  the  Scots  reformation,  and  those 
who  concurred  with  him,  both  adhered  to  the  theolo-  Their  «t- 
gical  system  of  Calvin  and  to  the  scheme  of  polity  JS^Seni?' 
he  had  introduced  at  Geneva,  with  such  modifications  "*"  ***^  *'*'*• 
as  became  necessary  from  the  greater  scale  on  which  it  was 
to  be  practised.  Each  parish  had  its  minister,  lay-elder,  and 
deacon,  who  held  their  kirk-session  for  spiritual  jurisdiction 
and  other  purposes  ;  each  ecclesiastical  province  its  synod  of 

cumstances,  and  especially  by  the  famous  of  Mary*s    most    strenuous    advocates. 

letters  and  sonnets,  the  genuineness  of  They  seem  to  fancy  that,  if  the  earls  of 

which  has  been  so  warmly  disputed.     I  Murray  and  Morton,  and  secretary  Mait- 

xnust  confess  that  they  seem  to  me  au-  land  of  Lethington,   can  be  proved  to 

tbentic,  and  that  Mr.  Laing*8  dissertation  have  been  concerned  in  Darnley*s  mur- 

on  the  murder  of  Darnley  has  rendered  der,  the  queen  herself  is  at  once  absolved. 

Mary^s  innocence,  even  as  to  participa-  But  it  is  generally  agreed  that  Maitland 

lion  in  that  crime,  an  untenable  propo-  was  one  of  those   who   conspired  witli 

sition.    No  one  of  any  weight,  I  believe.  Both  well  for  this  purpose ;  and  Morton, 

has  asserted  it  since  his  time,  except  Dr.  if  he  were  not  absolutely  consenting,  was 

Lingard,  who  manages  the  evidence  with  by  his  own  acknowledgment  at  his  ezecu- 

his  usual  adroitness,   but  by  admitting  tion  apprised  of  the  conspiracy.     With 

the  general  authenticity  of  the  letters,  respect  to  Murray  indeed  there  is  not  a 

qualified  by  a  mere  conjecture  of  inter-  shadow    of  evidence,  nor   had   he  any 

polation,  has  given  up  what  his  predeces-  probable  motive   to  second   Both  well's 

sors  deemed  the  very  key  of  the  citadel.  schemes ;   but,  even  if  his  participation 

I  shall  dismiss  a  subject  so  foreign  to  were  presumed,  it  would  not  alter  in  the 

my   purpose,   with  remarking  a  fallacy  slightest   degree  the    proofi»  as   to   the 

which  aflTects  almost  the  whole  argument  queen. 
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ministers  and  delegated  elders  presided  over  by  a  superin- 
tendent ;  but  tbe  supreme  power  resided  in  the  general 
assembly  of  the  Scots'  church,  constituted  of  all  ministers  of 
parishes,  with  an  admixture  of  delegated  lajrmen,  to  which 
appeals  from  inferior  judicatories  lay,  and  by  whose  deter- 
minations or  canons  die  whole  were  bound.  The  super- 
intendents had  such  a  degree  of  episcopal  authority  as  seems 
implied  in  their  name,  but  concurrently  with  the  parochial 
ministers,  and  in  subordination  to  the  general  assembly ;  the 
number  of  these  was  designed  to  be  ten,  but  only  five  were 
appointed.*  This  form  of  church  polity  was  set  up  in  1560 ; 
but  according  to  the  irregular  state  of  things  at  that  time  in 
Scotland,  though  fully  admitted  and  acted  upon,  it  had  only 
the  authority  of  the  church,  with  no  confirmation  of  parlia- 
ment ;  which  seems  to  have  been  the  first  step  of  the  former 
towards  the  independency  it  came  to  usurp.  Meanwhile  it 
was  agreed  that  the  Roman  catholic  prelates,  including  tbe 
regulars,  should  enjoy  two  thirds  of  their  revenues,  as  well  as 
their  rank  and  seats  in  parliament ;  the  remaining  third  being 
given  to  the  crown,  out  of  which  stipends  should  be  allotted 
to  the  protestant  clergy.  Whatever  violence  may  be  imputed 
to  the  authors  of  the  Scots  reformation,  this  arrangement 
seems  to  display  a  moderation  which  we  should  vainly  seek 
in  our  own.  The  new  church  was  however  but  inadequately 
provided  for  ;  and  perhaps  we  may  attribute  some  part  of  her 
subsequent  contumacy  and  encroachment  on  the  state  to  the 
exasperation  occasioned  by  the  latter's  parsimony,  or  radier 
rapaciousness,  in  the  distribution  of  ecclesiastical  estates,  t 

It  was  doubtless  intended  by  the  planners  of  a  presby- 
terian  model,  that  the  bishoprics  should  be  extinguished  by 
the  death  of  the  possessors,  and  their  revenues  be  converted, 
partly  to  the  maintenance  of  the  clergy,  partly  to  other  public 
interests.     But  it  suited  better  the  men  in  power  to  keep  up 

*  Spottiswood*8  Church  History,  152.  not  always  command  our  approbalion; 

M*Crie's  Life  of  Knox,  ii.  6.     Life  of  the  two  last  with  a  cooler  and  more  philo- 

Melville,  L  143.    Robertson's  History  of  sophical  impartiality. 

Scotland.  Cook's  History  of  the  Reform-  f  M'Crie's  Life  of  Knox,  ii.  197.  et 

ation  in  Scotland.     These  three  modem  alibi.      Cook,   iii.  308.      According  to 

writers  leave,  apparently,  little  to  require  Robertson,  i.  291.,  the  whole  revenue  of 

as  to  this  important  period  of  history ;  the  protestant  church,  at  least  in  Maryls 

the  first  with  an  intenseness  of  sympathy,  reign,  was  about  24,000  pounds  Scots» 

that  enhances  our  interest,  though  it  may  which  seems  almost  incredible. 
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the  old  appellations  for  their  own  benefit.  As  the  catholic 
prelates  died  away,  they  were  replaced  by  protestant  minis- 
ters, on  private  compacts  to  alienate  the  principal  part  of  the 
revenues  to  those  through  whom  they  were  appointed.  After 
some  hesitation,  a  convention  of  the  church,  in  157^9  agreed 
to  recognise  these  bishops,  until  the  king's  majority  and  a  final 
settlement  by  the  legislature,  and  to  permit  them  a  certain 
portion  of  jurisdiction,  though  not  greater  than  that  of  the 
superintendent,  and  equally  subordinate  to  the  general  assem-* 
bly.  They  were  not  consecrated ;  nor  would  the  slightest 
distinction  of  order  have  been  endured  by  the  church.  Yet 
even  this  moderated  episcopacy  gave  ofience  to  ardent  men, 
led  by  Andrew  Melville,  the  second  name  to  Knox  Andrew 
in  the  ecclesiastical  history  of  Scotland ;  and,  not-  **«*^*«- 
ivithstanding  their  engagement  to  leave  things  as  they  were 
till  the  determination  of  parliament,  the  general  assembly 
soon  began  to  restrain  the  bishops  by  their  own  authority, 
and  finally  to  enjoin  them,  under  pain  of  excommunication, 
to  lay  down  an  office  which  they  voted  to  be  destitute  of 
warrant  from  the  word  of  God,  and  injurious  to  the  church. 
Some  of  the  bishops  submitted  to  this  decree;  others,  as 
might  be  expected,  stood  out  in  defence  of  their  dignity,  and 
were  supported  both  by  the  king  and  by  all  who  conceived 
that  the  supreme  power  of  Scotland,  in  establishing  and  en- 
dowing the  church,  had  not  constituted  a  society  independent 
of  the  commonwealth.  A  series  of  acts  in  1584,  at  a  time 
when  the  court  had  obtained  a  temporary  ascendant,  seemed 
to  restore  the  episcopal  government  in  almost  its  pristine 
lustre.  But  the  popular  voice  was  loud  against  episcopacy ; 
the  prelates  were  discredited  by  their  simoniacal  alienations  of 
church-revenues,  and  by  their  connexion  with  the  court ;  the 
king  was  tempted  to  annex  most  of  their  lands  to  the  crown 
by  an  act  of  parliament  in  1587;  Adamson,  archbishop  of 
St.  Andrews,  who  had  led  the  episcopal  party,  was  driven  to 
a  humiliating  retractation  before  the  general  assembly ;  and,  in 
159^9  the  sanction  of  the  legislature  was  for  the  first  time 
obtained  to  the  whole  scheme  of  presbyterian  polity ;  and  the 
laws  of  1584  were  for  the  most  part  abrogated. 

The  school  of  Kaiox,  if  so  we  may  call  the  early  presby- 
terian ministers  of  Scotland,  was  full  of  men  breathing  their 
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master's  spirit ;  acute  in  disputation,  eloquent  in  discourse, 
learned  beyond  what  their  successors  have  been,  and  intensely 
zealous  in  the  cause  of  reformation.     They  wielded  the  people 
at  will ;  who,  except  in  the  Highlands,  threw  off  almost  with 
unanimity  the  old  religion,  and  took  alarm  at  the  slightest 
indication  of  its  revival.     Their  system  of  local  and  general 
assemblies  infused,  together  with  the  forms  of  a  republic,  its 
energy  and  impatience  of  exterior  control,  combined  with  the 
concentration  and  unity  of  purpose  that  belongs  to  the  most 
vigorous  government.    It  must  be  confessed  that  the  unsettled 
state  of  the  kingdom,  the  faults  and  weakness  of  the  regents 
Lennox  and  Morton,  the  inauspicious  beginning  of  James's 
personal  administration  under  the  sway  of  unworthy  fevourites, 
the  real  perils  of  the  reformed  church,  gave  no  slight  pretext 
for  the  clergy's  interference  with  civil  policy.     Not  merely 
in  their  representative  assemblies,  but  in  die  pulpits,  they 
perpetually  remonstrated,  in  no  guarded  language,  against 
the  misgovernment  of  the  court,  and  even  the  personal  indis- 
cretions of  the  king.     This  they  pretended  to  claim  as  a  pri- 
vilege beyond  the  restraint  of  law.     Andrew  Melville  having 
been  summoned  before  the  council  in  1584,  to  give  an  account 
of  some  seditious  language  alleged  to  have  been  used  by  him 
in  the  pulpit,  declined  its  jurisdiction  on  the  ground  that  he 
was  only  responsible,  in  the  first  instance,  to  his  presbytery 
for  words  so  spoken,  of  which  the  king  and  council  could  not 
judge  without  violating  the  immunities  of  the  church.    Prece* 
dents  for  such  an  immunity  it  would  not  have  been  difficult 
to  fiiid ;  but  they  must  have  been  sought  in  the  archives  of  the 
enemy.     It  was  rather  early  for  the  new  republic  to  emulate 
the  despotism  she  had  overthrown.     Such,  however,  is  the 
uniformity  with  which  the  same  passions  operate  on  bodies 
of  men  in  similar  circumstances ;  and  so  greedily  do  those, 
whose  birth  has  placed  them  far  beneath  the  possession  of 
power,    intoxicate  themselves  with  its  unacustomed   enjoy- 
ments.   It  has  been  urged  in  defence  of  Melville,  that  he  only 
denied  the   competence  of  a  secular   tribunal   in  the   first 
instance;  and  that,  after  the  ecclesiastical  forum  had  pro- 
nounced on  the  spiritual  offence,  it  was  not  disputed  that  the 
civil  magistrate  might  vindicate  his  own  authority.*  But  not 

•  M'Crie's  Life  of  Melville,  i.  287.     respect  of  this  most  powerful  writer,  be- 
296.     It  is  impossible  to  think  without    fore  whom  there  are  few  living  contro- 


ScoTLAifD.]  FROM    HENRY  VII.    TO    GEORGE  II.  479 

to  mention  that  Melville's  claim,  as  I  understand  it,  was  to 
be  judged  by  his  presbytery  in  the  first  instance,  and  ulti- 
mately by  the  general  assembly,  from  which,  according  to 
the  presbyterian  theory,  no  appeal  lay  to  a  civil  court ;  it  is 
manifest  that  the  government  would  have  come  to  a  very 
disadvantageous  conflict  with  a  man,  to  whose  defence  the 
ecclesiastical  judicature  had  already  pledged  itself.  For  in 
the  temper  of  those  times  it  was  easy  to  foresee  the  determina- 
ation  of  a  synod  or  presbjrtery. 

James  however  and  his  councillors  were  not  so  feeble  as 
to  endure  this  open  renewal  of  those  extravagant  succeuor 
pretensions  which  Rome  had  taught  her  priesthood  iStZning'^ 
to  assert*  Melville  fled  to  England ;  and  a  parlia^  ^®"** 
ment  that  met  the  same  year  sustained  the  supremacy  of  the 
civil  power  with  that  violence  and  dangerous  latitude  of  ex- 
pression so  frequent  in  the  Scots  statute-book.  It  was  made 
treason  to  decline  the  jurisdiction  of  the  king  or  council  in  any 
matter,  to  seek  the  diminution  of  the  power  of  any  of  the 
three  estates  of  parliament,  which  struck  at  all  that  had  been 
done  against  episcopacy,  to  utter,  or  to  conceal,  when  heard 
from  others  in  sermons  or  familiar  discourse,  any  false  or 
slanderous  speeches  to  the  reproach  of  the  king,  his  council, 
or  their  proceedings,  or  to  the  dishonour  of  his  parents  and 
progenitors,  or  to  meddle  in  the  affairs  of  state.  It  was 
forbidden  to  treat  or  consult  on  any  matter  of  state,  civil  or 
ecclesiastical,  without  the  king^s  express  command;  thus 
rendering  the  general  assembly  for  its  chief  purposes,  if  not 
its  existence,  altogether  dependent  on  the  crown.  Such  laws 
not  only  annihilated  the  pretended  immunities  of  the  church, 
but  went  very  far  to  set  up  that  tyraimy,  which  the  Stuarts 
afterwards  exercised  in  Scotland  till  their  expulsion.  These 
were  in  part  repealed,  so  far  as  affected  the  church,  in  1592  ; 
but  the  crown  retained  the  exclusive  right  of  convening  its 
general  assembly,  to  which  the  presbyterian  hierarchy  still 
gives  but  an  evasive  and  reluctant  obedience.* 

These  bold  demagogues  were  not  long  in  availing  themselves 
of  the  advantages  which  they  had  obtained  in  the  parliament 

veTsialists  that  would  not  tremble ;  but         *  M'Crie*s  Life  of  Melville.    Robert- 
his  presbyterian  Hildebrandism  is  a  little     son.     Spottiswood. 
remarkable  in  this  age. 
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of  1592,  and  through  the  troubled  state  of  the  realm.  They 
began  again  to  intermeddle  with  public  affairs,  the  adminis- 
tration of  which  was  sufficiently  open  to  censure.  TTiis 
licence  brought  on  a  new  crisis  in  1596.  Black,  one  of  the 
ministers  of  St.  Andrews,  inveighing  against  the  government 
from  the  pulpit,  painted  the  king  and  queen,  as  well  as  their 
council,  in  the  darkest  colours,  as  dissembling  enemies  to 
religion.  James,  incensed  at  this  attack,  caused  him  to  be 
summoned  before  the  privy-council.  The  clergy  decided  to 
make  common  cause  with  the  accused.  The  council  of  the 
church,  a  standing  committee  lately  appointed  by  the  general 
assembly,  enjoined  Black  to  decline  the  jurisdiction.  The 
king  by  proclamation  directed  the  members  of  this  council 
to  retire  to  their  several  parishes.  They  resolved,  instead  of 
submitting,  that  since  they  were  convened  by  the  warrant  of 
Christ,  in  a  most  needful  and  dangerous  time,  to  see  unto 
the  good  of  the  church,  they  should  obey  God  rather  than 
man.  The  king  offered  to  stop  the  proceedings,  if  they 
would  but  declare  that  they  did  not  decline  the  civil  juris- 
diction absolutely,  but  only  in  the  particular  case,  as  being 
one  of  slander,  and  consequently  of  ecclesiastical  competence. 
For  Black  had  asserted  before  the  council,  that  speeches 
delivered  in  the  pulpits,  although  alleged  to  be  treasonable, 
could  not  be  judged  by  the  king,  until  the  church  had  first 
taken  cognizance  thereof.  But  these  ecclesiastics,  in  the  full 
spirit  of  the  thirteenth  century,  determined  by  a  majority  not 
to  recede  from  their  plea.  Their  contest  with  the  court  soon 
excited  the  populace  of  Edinburgh,  and  gave  rise  to  a  tumult, 
which,  whether  dangerous  or  not  to  the  king,  was  what  no 
government  could  pass  over  without  utter  loss  of  authority. 

It  was  in  church  assemblies  alone  that  James  found  oppo- 
sition. His  parliament,  as  had  invariably  been  the  case  in 
Scotland,  went  readHy  into  all  that  was  proposed  to  them ; 
nor  can  we  doubt  that  the  gentry  must  for  the  most  part  have 
revolted  from  these  insolent  usurpations  of  the  ecclesiastical 
order.  It  was  ordained  in  parliament,  that  every  minister 
should  declare  his  submission  to  the  king's  jurisdiction  in  all 
matters  civil  and  criminal ;  that  no  ecclesiastical  judicatory 
should  meet  without  the  king's  consent,  and  that  a  magistrate 
might  commit  to  prison  any  minister  reflecting  in  his  sermons 
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on  the  king's  conduct*  He  had  next  recourse  to  an  instru* 
ment  of  power  more  successful  frequently  than  intimidation, 
and  generally  successful  in  conjunction  with  it ;  gaining  over 
the  members  of  the  general  assembly,  some  by  promises, 
some  by  exciting  jealousies,  till  they  surrendered  no  small 
portion  of  what  had  passed  for  the  privileges  of  the  church. 
The  crown  obtained  by  their  concession,  which  then  seemed 
almost  necessary  to  confirm  what  the  legislature  had  enacted, 
the  right  of  convoking  assemblies,  and  of  nominating  minis-* 
ters  in  the  principal  towns.  James  followed  up  this 
victory  by  a  still  more  important  blow.  It  was  en-  n»fnt  of 
acted  that  fifty-one  ministers,  on  being  nominated 
by  the  king  to  titular  bishoprics  and  other  prelacies,  might 
sit  in  parliament  as  representatives  of  the  church.  This 
seemed  justly  alarming  to  the  opposite  party  ;  nor  could  the 
g'eneral  assembly  be  brought  to  acquiesce  without  such  very 
considerable  restrictions  upon  these  suspicious  commissioners, 
by  which  name  they  prevailed  to  have  them  called,  as  might 
in  some  measure  afford  security  against  the  revival  of  that 
episcopal  domination,  towards  which  the  endeavours  of  the 
crown  were  plainly  directed.  But  the  king  paid  little  regard 
to  these  regulations ;  and  thus  the  name  and  parliamentary 
station  of  bishops,  though  without  their  spiritual  functions, 
were  restored  in  Scotland  after  only  six  years  from  their 
abolition.* 

A  king  like  James,  not  less  conceited  of  his  wisdom  than 
full  of  the  dignity  of  his  station,  could  not  avoid  contract- 
ing that  insuperable  aversion  to  the  Scots  presbytery,  which 
he  expressed  in  his  Basilicon  Doron,  before  his  accession  to 
the  English  throne,  and  more  vehemently  on  all  occasions 
afterwards.     He  found  a  very  different  race  of  churchmen, 

*  Spottiswood.     Robertson.    M'Crie.  which  Is  impoBstUe,     Card  well's  Synoda- 

[In  the  55th  canon,  passed  by  the  con-  lia,  preface,  p.  xxTiii.     By  this  singular 

vocation  at  London  in  160S,  the  clergy  word  he  of  course  means  that  it  ought 

are  directed  to  bid  the  people  to  "pray  not   to  be   done ;  and  in  fact    I  never 

for  Christ*8  holy  catholic  church,  that  heard  the  church  of  Scotland  so  distin- 

is,  for  the  whole  congregation  of  chris-  guished,  except  once,  by  a  Master  of  the 

tian   people,  dispersed   throughout    the  Temple   (Rennell).       But   it   has   evi- 

whole   world,    and    especially  for    the  dentty  escaped  Dr.  Cardwell's  recollec- 

cburches  of  England,  Scotland,  and  Ire-  tion,  that  the  church  of  Scotland  was, 

land/*     A  learned  writer   reckons   this  properly  speaking,  as  much  presbyteriaa 

among  the  canons,  the  observance  of  in  1603  as  at  present. — 1845.] 
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well  trained  in  the  supple  school  of  courtly  conformity,  and 
emulous  flatterers  both  of  his  power  and  his  wisdom.     The 
ministers  of  Edinburgh  had  been  used  to  pray  that  God 
would  turn  his  heart :  Whitgift,  at  the  conference  of  Hamp- 
ton Court,  falling  on  his  knees,  exclaimed,  that  he  doubted 
not  his  majesty  spoke  by  the  special  grace  of  Grod.     It  was 
impossible  that  he  should  not  redouble  his  endeavours  to  in- 
troduce so  convenient  a  system  of  ecclesiastical  government 
into  his  native  kingdom.     He  began,  accordingly,  to  prevent 
the  meetings  of  the  general  assembly  by  continued  proroga- 
tions.    Some  hardy  presbyterians  ventured  to  assemble  by 
their  own  authority  ;  which  the  lawyers  construed  into  trea- 
son.    The  bishops  were  restored  by  parliament,  in  I6O6,  to 
a  part  of  their  revenues  ;  the  act  annexing  these  to  the  crown 
being  repealed.     They  were  appointed  by  an  ecclesiastical 
convention,  more  subservient  to  the  crown  than  formerly,  to 
be  perpetual  moderators  of  provincial  synods.     The  clergy 
still  gave  way  with  reluctance ;  but  the  crown  had  an  irre- 
sistible ascendancy  in  parliament;  and  in  I6IO  the  episcopal 
system  was  thoroughly  established.     The  powers  of  ordina- 
tion, as  well  as  jurisdiction,  were  solely  vested  in  the  prelates ; 
a  court  of  high  commission  was  created  on  the  English  model ; 
and,  though  the  general  assembly  of  the  church  still  continued, 
it  was  merely  as  a  shadow,  and  almost  mockeiy,  of  its  ori- 
ginal importance.    The  bishops  now  repaired  to  England  for 
consecration  ;  a  ceremony  deemed  essential  in  the  new  school 
that  now  predominated  in  the  Anglican  church ;   and  this 
*gave  a  final  blow  to  the  polity  in  which  the  Scottish  reform- 
ation  had   been    founded.*      With   far   more   questionable 
prudence,  James,  some  years  afterwards,  forced  upon  the 
people  of  Scotland  what  were  called  the  five  articles  of  Perth, 
reluctantly  adopted   by  a  general  assembly  held  there   in 
1617.    These  were  matters  of  ceremony,  such  as  the  postiu^ 
of  kneeling  in  the  eucharist,  the  right  of  confirmation,  and 
the  observance  of  certain  holidays ;  but  enough  to  alarm  a 
nation  fanatically  abhorrent  of  every  approximation  to  the 
Roman  worship,  and  already  incensed  by  what  they  deemed 
the  corruption  and  degradation  of  their  church,  t 

«  M'Crie's  Life  of  MeWille,  ii.  37ft.  Laing^s  Hist,  of  Scotland,  iiL  20.  35.  42.  62. 
•f  Laing,  74.  89. 
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That  church,  if  indeed  it  preserved  its  identity,  was  wholly 
changed  in  character  ;  and  became  as  much  distinguished  in 
its  episcopal  form  by  servility  and  corruption  as  during  its 
presbyterian  democracy  by  faction  and  turbulence.  The 
bishops  at  its  head,  many  of  them  abhorred  by  their  own 
countrymen  as  apostates  and  despised  for  their  vices,  looked 
for  protection  to  the  sister  church  of  England  in  its  pride 
and  triumph.  It  had  long  been  the  favourite  project  of  the 
court,  as  it  naturally  was  of  the  Anglican  prelates,  to  assi- 
milate in  all  respects  the  two  establishments.  That  of  Scot- 
land still  wanted  one  essential  characteristic,  a  regular  liturgy. 
But  in  preparing  what  was  called  the  service  book,  the 
English  model  was  not  closely  followed ;  the  variations 
having  all  a  tendency  towards  the  Romish  worship.  It  is 
far  more  probable  that  Laud  intended  these  to  prepare  the 
way  for  a  similar  change  in  England,  than  that,  as  some  have 
surmised,  the  Scots  bishops,  from  a  notion  of  independence, 
chose  thus  to  distinguish  their  own  ritual.  What  were  the 
consequences  of  this  unhappy  innovation,  attempted  with 
that  ignorance  of  mankind  which  kings  and  priests,  when 
left  to  their  own  guidance,  usually  display,  it  is  here  needless 
to  mention.  In  its  ultimate  results,  it  preserved  the  liberties 
and  overthrew  the  monarchy  of  England.  In  its  more  im- 
mediate effects,  it  gave  rise  to  the  national  covenant  of  Scot- 
land ;  a  solemn  pledge  of  unity  and  perseverance  in  a  great 
public  cause,  long  since  devised  when  the  Spanish  armada 
threatened  the  liberties  and  religion  of  all  Britain,  but  now 
directed  against  the  domestic  enemies  of  both.  The  episcopal 
government  had  no  friends,  even  among  those  who  served  the 
king.  To  him  it  was  dear  by  the  sincerest  conviction,  and 
by  its  connexion  with  absolute  power,  still  more  dose  and 
direct  than  in  England.  But  he  had  reduced  himself  to  a 
condition  where  it  was  necessary  to  sacrifice  his  authority  in 
the  smaller  kingdom,  if  he  would  hope  to  preserve  it  in  the 
greater  ;  and  in  this  view  he  consented,  in  the  parliament  of 
1641,  to  restore  the  presbyterian  discipline  of  the  Scots 
church  ;  an  offence  against  Ins  conscience  (for  such  his  pre- 
judices led  him  to  consider  it)  which  he  deeply  afterwards 
repented,  when  he  discovered  how  absolutely  it  had  failed  of 
serving  his  interests. 
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In  the  great  struggle  with  Charles  against  episcopacy, 
innorationt  the  encroachments  of  arbitrary  rule,  for  the  sake  of 
ofcharietL  ^r^ich,  in  a  great  measure,  he  valued  that  form  of 
church  polity,  were  not  overlooked ;  and  the  parUament  of 
1641  procured  some  essential  improvements  in  the  civil  con- 
stitution of  Scotland.  Triennial  sessions  of  the  legislature, 
and  other  salutary  reformations,  were  borrowed  from  their 
friends  and  coadjutors  in  England.  But  what  was  still  more 
important,  was  the  abolition  of  that  destructive  control  over 
the  legislature,  which  the  crown  had  obtained  through  the 
lords  of  articles.  These  had  doubtless  been  originally  no- 
minated by  the  several  estates  in  parliament,  solely  to 
expedite  the  management  of  business,  and  relieve  the  entire 
body  from  attention  to  it.  But,  as  early  as  1561,  we  find  a 
practice  established,  that  the  spiritual  lords  should  choose 
the  temporal,  generally  eight  in  number,  who  were  to  sit  on 
this  committee,  and  conversely ;  the  burgesses  still  electing 
their  own.  To  these  it  became  usual  to  add  some  of  the 
officers  of  state ;  and  in  I6I7  it  was  established  that  eight 
of  them  should  be  on  the  list.  Charles  procured,  without 
authority  of  parliament,  a  further  innovation  in  1633.  The 
bishops  chose  eight  peers,  the  peers  eight  bishops ;  and  these 
appointed  sixteen  commissioners  of  shires  and  boroughs. 
Thus  the  whole  power  was  devolved  upon  the  bishops,  the 
slaves  and  sycophants  of  the  crown.  The  parliament  itself 
met  only  on  two  days,  the  first  and  last  of  their  pretended 
session,  the  one  time  in  order  to  choose  the  lords  of  articles, 
the  other  to  ratify  what  they  proposed.*  So  monstrous  an 
anomaly  could  not  long  subsist  in  a  high-spirited  nation. 
This  improvident  assumption  of  power  by  low-bom  and 
odious  men  precipitated  their  downfal,  and  made  the  de- 
struction of  the  hierarchy  appear  the  necessary  guarantee 
for  parliamentary  independence,  and  the  ascendant  of  the 
aristocracy.  But,  lest  the  court  might,  in  some  other  form, 
regain  this  preliminary  or  initiative  voice  in  legislation, 
which  the  experience  of  many  governments  has  shown  to  be 
the  surest  method  of  keeping  supreme  authority  in  their 
hands,  it  was  enacted  in  1041,  that  each  estate  might  choose 

•  Wight,  69.  et  post. 
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lords  of  articles  or  not,  at  its  discretion ;  but  that  all  pro- 
positions should  in  the  first  instance  be  submitted  to  the 
whole  parliament,  by  whom  such  only  as  should  be  thought 
fitting  might  be  referred  to  the  committee  of  articles  for 
consideration. 

This  parliament,  however,  neglected  to  abolish  one  of  the 
most  odious  engines  that  tyranny  ever  devised  Arbitrary 
against  public  virtue,  the  Scots  law  of  treason.  It  ^"^^^^"^^^ 
had  been  enacted  by  a  statute  of  James  L  in  14S4,  that  all 
leasing-makers,  .and  tellers  of  what  might  engender  discord 
between  the  king  and  his  people,  should  forfeit  life  and 
goods.*  This  act  was  renewed  under  James  II.,  and  con- 
firmed  in  1540.t  It  was  aimed  at  the  factious  aristocracy, 
who  perpetually  excited  the  people  by  invidious  reproaches 
against  the  king's  administration.  But  in  1584,  a  new  an- 
tagonist to  the  crown  having  appeared  in  the  presbyterian 
pulpits,  it  was  determined  to  silence  opposition  by  giving  the 
statute  of  leasing-making,  as  it  was  denominated,  a  more 
sweeping  operation.  Its  penalties  were  accordingly  extended 
to  such  as  should  ^^  utter  untrue  or  slanderous  speeches,  to 
the  disdain,  reproach,  and  contempt  of  his  highness,  his 
parents  and  progenitors,  or  should  meddle  in  the  affairs  of 
his  highness  or  his  estate.'*  The  ^^  hearers  and  not  re- 
porters thereof"  were  subjected  to  the  same  punishment.  It 
may  be  remarked  that  these  Scots  statutes  are  worded  \\'itb  a 
latitude  never  found  in  England,  even  in  the  worst  times  of 
Henry  VIII.  Lord  Balmerino,  who  had  opposed  the  court 
in  the  parliament  of  1633,  retained  in  his  possession  a  copy 
of  an  apology  intended  to  have  been  presented  by  himself 
and  other  peers  in  their  exculpation,  but  from  which  they 
had  desisted,  in  apprehension  of  the  king's  displeasure. 
This  was  obtained  clandestinely,  and  in  breach  of  confidence, 
by  some  of  his  enemies ;  and  he  was  indicted  on  the  statute 
of  leasing-making,  as  having  concealed  a  slander  against 
his  majesty's  government.  A  jury  was  returned  with  gross 
partiality ;  yet  so  outrageous  was  the  attempted  violation  of 
justice  that  Balmerino  was  only  convicted  by  a  majority  of 
eight  against  seven.     For  in  Scots  juries  a  simple  majority 

•  Statutes  of  Scotland,  vol.  ii.   p.  8.         t  Statutes  of  Scotland,  p.  360. 
Pinlcerton,  i.  115.     Laing,  iii.  117. 
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was  sufficient,  as  it  is  still  in  all  cases  except  treason.  It  was 
not  thought  expedient  to  carry  this  sentence  into  execution ; 
but  the  kingdom  could  never  pardon  its  government  so  in- 
famous a  stretch  of  power.*  The  statute  itself  however 
seems  not  to  have  shared  the  same  odium :  we  do  not  find 
any  effort  made  for  its  repeal ;  and  the  ruling  party  in  1641, 
unfortunately,  did  not  scruple  to  make  use  of  its  sanguinary 
provisions  against  their  own  adversaries.t 

The  conviction  of  Balmerino  is  hardly  more  repugnant  to 
justice  than  some  other  cases  in  the  long  reign  of  James  VI. 
Eight  years  after  the  execution  of  the  earl  of  Gowrie  and  his 
brother,  one  Sprot,  a  notary,  having  indiscreetly  mentioned 
that  he  was  in  possession  of  letters,  written  by  a  person 
since  dead,  which  evinced  his  participation  in  that  mysterious 
conspiracy,  was  put  to  death  for  concealing  them.t  Thomas 
Ross  suffered,  in  1618,  the  punishment  of  treason  for  pub- 
lishing at  Oxford  a  blasphemous  libel,  as  the  indictment  calls 
it,  against  the  Scots  nation.  §  I  know  not  what  he  could 
have  said  worse  than  what  their  sentence  against  him  enabled 
others  to  say,  that,  amidst  a  great  vaunt  of  Christianity  and 
civilization,  they  took  away  men's  hves  by  such  statutes,  and 
such  constructions  of  them,  as  could  only  be  paralleled  in  the 
annals  of  the  worst  tyrants.  By  an  act  of  1584,  the  privy 
council  were  empowered  to  examine  an  acx^used  party  on 
oath  ;  and,  if  he  declined  to  answer  any  question,  it  was 
held  denial  of  their  jurisdiction,  and  amounted  to  a  con- 
viction of  treason.  This  was  experienced  by  two  Jesuits, 
Crighton  and  Ogilvy  in  1610  and  1615,  the  latter  of  whom 
was  executed.  ||     One  of  the  statutes  upon  which  he  was 

*  Laingt  ibid.  earl  of  Gowrie  and  his  brother  were  the 

f  Amot*8  Criminal  Trials,  p.  132.  instruments. 

I  The  Gowrie  conspiracy  is  well  known  §  Amot*s  Criminal  Trials,  p.  70. 

to  be  one  of  the  most  difficult  problema  ||  Amot,  pp.  67.  389. ;  State  Trials,  iL 

in  history.     Amot  has  given  a  very  good  884.     The  prisoner  was  told  that  he  was 

accountof  it,  p.  20.,and  shown  its  truth,  not  charged   for  saying   mass,   nor  for 

which  could  not  reasonably  be  questioned,  seducing  the  people  to  popery,  nor  for 

whatever  motive  we  may  assign  for  it.  any  thing  that  concerned  his  conscience ; 

He  has  laid  stress  on   Logan's  letters,  but  for  declining  the   king*s  authority, 

which  appear  to  have  been  unaccountably  and  maintaining  treasonable  opinions,  as 

slighted  by  some  writers.    I  have  long  the  statutes  libelled  on  made  it  treason 

had  a  suspicion,  founded  on  these  letters,  not  to  answer  the  king  or  his  council  in 

that  the  earl  of  Both  well,  a  daring  man  any  matter  which  should  be  demanded 

of  desperate  fortunes,  was  in  some  man-  It  was  one  of  the  most  monstrous  ini- 

ner  concerned  in  the  plot,  of  which  the  quities  of  a  monstrous  jurisprudence,  the 
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indicted  contained  the  singular  absurdity  of  *^  annulling  and 
rescinding  every  thing  done,  or  hereafter  to  be  done,  in  pre- 
judice of  the  royal  prerogative,  in  any  time  bygone  or  to 
come." 

It  was  perhaps  impossible  that  Scotland  should  remain  in- 
different in  the  e^reat  quarrel  of  the  sister  kinfi^dom. 

Ti        ,        .  Pi*  !•  •      ®  aril  war. 

l>ut  having  set  her  heart  upon  two  things  incompa- 
tible in  themselves  from  the  outset,  according  to  the  circum- 
stances of  England,  and  both  of  them  ultimately  impracticable, 
the  continuance  of  Charles  on  the  throne  and  the  establish- 
ment of  a  presbyterian  church,  she  fell  into  a  long  course  of 
disaster  and  ignominy,  till  she  held  the  name  of  a  free  con- 
stitution at  the  will  of  a  conqueror.  Of  the  three  most 
conspicuous  among  her  nobility  in  this  period,  each  died  by 
the  hand  of  the  executioner ;  but  the  resemblance  is  in 
nothing  besides;  and  the  characters  of  Hamilton,  Mon- 
trose, and  Argyle  are  not  less  contrasted  than  the  factions  of 
which  they  were  the  leaders.  Humbled  and  broken  down, 
the  people  looked  to  the  re-establishment  of  Charles  H.  on 
the  throne  of  his  fathers,  though  brought  about  by  the 
sternest  minister  of  Cromwell's  tyranny,  not  only  as  the 
augury  of  prosperous  days,  but  as  the  obliteration  of  public 
dishonour. 

They  were  miserably  deceived  in  every  hope.     Thirty  in- 
famous years   consummated   the  misfortunes  and  Tyrannical 
degradation  of  Scotland.    Her  factions  have  always  S?  ch!l!i!?* 
been  more  sanguinary,  her  rulers  more  oppressive,  *^ 
her  sense  of  justice,  and  humanity  less  active,  or  at  least 
shown   less   in   public  acts,  than  can  be  charged   against 
England.     The  parliament  of  I66I,  influenced  by  wicked 
statesmen  and  lawyers,  left  far  behind  the  royalist  commons 
of  London ;  and  rescinded  as  null  the  entire  acts  of  1641, 
on  the  absurd  pretext  that  the  late  king  had  passed  them 
through  force.     The  Scots  constitution  fell  back  at  once  to  a 
state  little  better  than  despotism.     The  lords  of  articles  were 
revived,   according  to  the  same  form  of  election  as  under 
'Charles  I.     A  few  years  afterwards  the  duke  of  Lauderdale 

Scots  oriminal  law,  to  debar  a  prisoner  but  was  not  permitted  to  assert  that,  being 
from  any  defence  inconsistent  with  the  true,  it  did  not  warrant  the  conclusion  of 
indictment ;  that  is,  he  might  deny  a  fact,    guilt.     Arnot,  354. 
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obtained  the  consent  of  parliament  to  an  act,  that  whatever 
the  king  and  council  should  order  respecting  all  ecclesiastical 
matters,  meetings,  and  persons,  should  have  the  force  of  law. 
A  militia,  or  rather  army,  of  22,000  men,  was  established, 
to  march  wherever  the  council  should  appoint,  and  the 
honour  and  safety  of  the  king  require.  Fines  to  the  amount 
of  85,000Z.,  an  enormous  sum  in  that  kingdom,  were  im- 
posed on  the  covenanters.  The  earl  of  Argyle  brought  to 
the  scaffold  by  an  outrageous  sentence,  his  son  sentenced 
to  lose  his  life  on  such  a  construction  of  the  ancient  law 
against  leasing-making  as  no  man  engaged  in  political  aflairs 
could  be  sure  to  escape,  the  worst  system  of  constitutional 
laws  administered  by  the  worst  men,  left  no  alternative  but 
implicit  obedience  or  desperate  rebellion. 

The  presbyterian  church  of  course  fell  by  the  act  which 
annulled  the  parliament  wherein  it  had  been  established. 
Episcopacy  revived,  but  not  as  it  had  once  existed  in  Scot- 
land ;  the  jurisdiction  of  the  bishops  became  unlimited  ;  the 
general  assemblies,  so  dear  to  the  people,  were  laid  aside.* 
The  new  prelates  were  odious  as  apostates,  and  soon  gained 
a  still  more  indelible  title  to  popular  hatred  as  persecutors. 
Three  hundred  and  fifty  of  the  presbyterian  clergy  (more 
than  one  third  of  the  whole  number)  were  ejected  from  their 
benefices.t  Then  began  the  preaching  in  conventicles,  and 
the  secession  of  the  excited  and  exasperated  multitude  from 
the  churches  ;  and  then  ensued  the  ecclesiastical  commission 
with  its  inquisitorial  vigilance,  its  fines  and  corporal  penal- 
ties, and  the  free  quarters  of  the  soldiery,  with  all  that  can 
be  implied  in  that  word.  Then  came  the  fruitless  insurrec- 
tion, and  the  fanatical  assurance  of  success,  and  the  certain 
discomfiture  by  a  disciplined  force,  and  the  consternation  of 
defeat,  and  the  unbounded  cruelties  of  the  conqueror.  And 
this  went  on  with  perpetual  aggravation,  or  very  rare  inter- 
vals, through  the  reign  of  Charles  ;  the  tyranny  of  Lauder- 
dale far  exceeding  that  of  Middleton,  as  his  own  fell  short  of 

*  iMugt  iv.  20.  Kirk  ton,  p.  141.  f  I^°g»  ^v*  32.  Kirkton  says  SOO. 
"  Whoso  shall  compare,**  he  says,  "  this  P.  1 49.  These  were  what  were  called 
set  of  bishops  with  the  old  bishops  es-  the  young  ministers,  those  who  had  es- 
tablished in  the  year  1612,  shall  find  that  tered  the  church  since  1649.  They  might 
these  were  but  a  sort  of  pigmies  com-  have  kept  their  cures  by  acknowledging 
pared  with  our  new  bishops.**  the  authority  of  bishops. 


ScoTLAMB.]  FROM   HENRY  VII.    TO    GEORGE  11.  489 

the  duke  of  York*s.  No  part,  I  believe,  of  modem  history 
for  so  long  a  period,  can  be  compared  for  the  wickedness 
of  government  to  the  Scots  administration  of  this  reign.  In 
proportion  as  the  laws  grew  more  rigorous  against  the  pres- 
byterian  worship,  its  followers  evinced  more  steadiness ; 
driven  from  their  conventicles,  they  resorted  sometimes  by 
night  to  the  fields,  the  woods,  the  mountains  ;  and,  as  the 
troops  were  continually  employed  to  disperse  them,  they  came 
with  arms  which  they  were  often  obliged  to  use ;  and  thus 
the  hour,  the  place,  the  circumstance,  deepened  every  impres- 
sion, and  bound  up  their  faith  with  indissoluble  associations. 
The  same  causes  produced  a  dark  fanaticism,  which  believed 
the  revenge  of  its  own  wrongs  to  be  the  execution  of  divine 
justice ;  and,  as  this  acquired  new  strength  by  every  succes- 
sive aggravation  of  tyranny,  it  is  literally  possible  that  a 
continuance  of  the  Stuart  government  might  have  led  to 
something  very  like  an  extermination  of  the  people  in  the  « 
western  counties  of  Scotland.  In  the  year  I670  letters  of 
intercommuning  were  published ;  a  writ  forbidding  all  per- 
sons to  hold  intercourse  with  the  parties  put  under  its  ban, 
or  to  furnish  them  with  any  necessary  of  life  on  pain  of 
being  reputed  guilty  of  the  same  crime.  But  seven  years 
afterwards,  when  the  Cameronian  rebellion  had  assumed  a 
dangerous  character,  a  proclamation  was  issued  against  all 
who  had  ever  harboured  or  communed  with  rebels ;  courts 
were  appointed  to  be  held  for  their  trial  as  traitors,  which 
-were  to  continue  for  the  next  three  years.  Those  who  ac- 
cepted the  test,  a  declaration  of  passive  obedience  repugnant 
to  the  conscience  of  the  presbyterians  and  imposed  for  that 
reason  in  I68I,  were  excused  from  these  penalties  ;  and  in 
this  way  they  were  eluded. 

The  enormities  of  this  detestable  government  are  far  too 
numerous,  even  in  species,  to  be  enumerated  in  this  slight 
sketch ;  and  of  course  most  instances  of  cruelty  have  not 
been  recorded.  The  privy-council  was  accustomed  to  extort 
confessions  by  torture ;  that  grim  divan  of  bishops,  lavryers, 
and  peers  sucking  in  the  groans  of  each  undaunted  enthu- 
siast, in  hope  that  some  imperfect  avowal  might  lead  to  the 
sacrifice  of  other  victims,  or  at  least  warrant  die  execution  of 
the  present.     It  is  said  that  the  duke  of  York,  whose  con- 
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duct  in  Scotland  tends  to  efiace  those  sentiments  of  pity  aad 
respect  which  other  parts  of  his  life  might  excite,  uaed  to 
assist  himself  on  these  occasions.*  One  Mitchell  having 
been  induced,  by  a  promise  that  his  life  should  be  spared, 
to  confess  an  attempt  to  assassinate  Sharp  the  primate,  was 
brought  to  trial  some  years  afterwards ;  when  four  lords  of 
the  council  deposed  on  oath  that  no  such  assurance  had  been 
given  him ;  and  Sharp  insisted  upon  his  execution*  The 
vengeance  ultimately  taken  on  this  infamous  apostate  and 
persecutor,  though  doubtless  in  violation  of  what  is  justly 
reckoned  an  universal  rule  of  morality,  ought  at  least  not  to 
weaken  our  abhorrence  of  the  man  himself. 

The  test  above  mentioned  was  imposed  by  parliament  in 
1681,  and  contained,  among  other  things,  an  engagement 
never  to  attempt  any  alteration  of  government  in  church  or 
state.  The  earl  of  Argyle,  son  of  him  who  had  perished  by 
an  unjust  sentence,  and  himself  once  before  attainted  by  an- 
other, though  at  that  time  restored  by  the  king,  was  still 
destined  to  illustrate  the  house  of  Campbell  by  a  second  mar- 
tyrdom.  He  refused  to  subscribe  the  test  without  the  reason- 
able explanation  that  he  would  not  bind  himself  from  at- 
tempting, in  his  station,  any  improvement  in  church  or  state. 
This  exposed  him  to  an  accusation  of  leasing-making  (the 
old  mystery  of  iniquity  in  Scots  law)  and  of  treason.  He 
was  found  guilty  through  the  astonishing  audacity  <^  the 
crown  lawyers  and  servility  of  the  judges  and  jury.  It  is 
not  perhaps  certain  that  his  immediate  execution  would  have 
ensued  ;  but  no  man  ever  trusted  securely  to  the  mercies  of 
the  Stuarts,  and  Argyle  escaped  in  disguise  by  the  aid  of  his 
daughter-in-law.  The  council  proposed  that  this  lady  should 
be  publicly  whipped ;  but  there  was  an  excess  of  atrocity  in 
the  Scots  on  the  court  side,  which  no  Englishman  could 
reach  ;  and  the  duke  of  York  felt  as  a  gentleman  upon  such 
a  suggestion. t  The  earl  of  Argyle  was  brought  to  the. 
scaffold  a  few  years  afterwards  on  this  old  sentence ;  but 
after  his  unfortunate  rebellion,  which  of  course  would  have 
legally  justified  his  execution. 

The  Cameronians,  a  party  rendered  wild  and   fanatical 

*  LAing,  iv.  116.  t  Life  of  James  II.,  L  710. 
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through  intolerable  oppression,  published  a  declaration, 
wherein,  after  renouncing  their  allegiance  to  Charles,  and 
expressing  their  abhorrence  of  murder  on  the  score  of  religion, 
they  announced  their  determination  of  retaliating,  according 
to  their  power,  on  such  privy-councillors,  officers  in  com- 
mand, or  others,  as  should  continue  to  seek  their  blood. 
The  fate  of  Sharp  was  thus  before  the  eyes  of  all  who 
emulated  his  crimes ;  and  in  terror  the  council  ordered,  that 
whoever  refused  to  disown  this  declaration  on  oath,  should 
be  put  to  death  in  the  presence  of  two  witnesses.  Every 
officer,  every  soldier,  was  thus  intrusted  with  the  privilege  of 
massacre ;  die  unarmed,  the  women  and  children,  fell  indis- 
criminately by  the  sword :  and  besides  the  distinct  testimonies 
that  remain  of  atrocious  cruelty,  there  exist  in  that  kingdom 
a  deep  traditional  horror,  the  record,  as  it  were,  of  that 
confused  mass  of  crime  and  misery  which  has  left  no  other 
memorial.* 

A  parliament  summoned  by  James  on  his  accession,  with 
an  intimation  from  the  throne  that  they  were  assem-  Keign  or 
bled  not  only  to  express  their  own  duty,  but  to  set  ''*""  ^"' 
an  example  of  compliance  to  England,  gave,  without  the 
least  opposition,  the  required  proofs  of  loyalty.  They  ac- 
knowledged the  king's  absolute  power,  declared  their  abhor- 
rence of  any  principle  derogatory  to  it,  professed  an  un- 
reserved obedience  in  all  cases,  bestowed  a  large  revenue  for 
life.  They  enhanced  the  penalties  against  sectaries ;  a 
refusal  to  give  evidence  against  traitors  or  other  delinquents 
was  made  equivalent  to  a  conviction  of  the  same  offence ;  it 
was  capital  to  preach  even  in  houses,  or  to  hear  preachers  in 
the  fields.  The  persecution  raged  with  still  greater  fury  in 
the  first  part  of  this  reign.  But  the  same  repugnance  of  the 
episcopal  party  to  the  king's  schemes  for  his  own  religion, 
which  led  to  his  remarkable  change  of  policy  in  England, 
produced  similar  effects  in  Scotland.  He  had  attempted  to 
obtain  from  parliament  a  repeal  of  the  penal  laws  and  the 
test ;  but,  though  an  extreme  servility  or  a  general  intimida- 
tion made  the  nobility  acquiesce  in  his  propositions,  and  two 
of  the  bishops   were   gained  over,  yet  die   commissioners 

*   Cloud  of  Witnesses,   passim.     De     Kirkton.    Laing.     Scott*s  notes  in  Mins- 
Foe*t    Hist    of   Church    of   Scotland,    trelsy  of  Scottish  Border,  &c.  &c. 
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of  shires  and  boroughs,  who  voting  promiscuously  in  the 
house,  had,  when  united,  a  majority  over  the  peers,  so  firmly 
resisted  every  encroachment  of  popery,  that  it  was  necessary 
to  try  other  methods  than  those  of  parliamentary  enactment. 
After  the  dissolution  the  dispensing  power  was  brought  into 
play ;  the  privy  council  forbade  die  execution  of  the  laws 
against  the  catholics ;  several  of  that  religion  were  intro- 
duced to  its  board  ;  the  royal  boroughs  were  deprived  of  their 
privileges,  the  king  assuming  the  nomination  of  their  diief 
magistrates,  so  as  to  throw  the  elections  wholly  into  the 
hands  of  the  crown.  A  declaration  of  indulgence,  emanat- 
ing from  the  king's  absolute  prerogative,  relaxed  the  severity 
of  the  laws  against  presbyterian  conventicles,  and,  annulling 
the  oath  of  supremacy  and  the  test  of  1681,  substituted  for 
them  an  oath  of  allegiance,  acknowledging  his  power  to  be 
unlimited.  He  promised,  at  the  same  time,  that  *'  he  would 
use  no  force  nor  invincible  necessity  against  any  man  on 
account  of  his  persuasion,  or  the  protestant  religion,  nor 
would  deprive  the  possessors  of  lands  formerly  belonging  to 
the  church.''  A  very  intelligible  hint  that  the  protestant 
religion  w^as  to  exist  only  by  this  gracious  sufferance. 

The  oppressed  presbyterians  gained  some  respite  by  this 
Revolution  indulgeucc,  though  instances  of  executions  under  the 
fbhi^^t^of  sanguinary  statutes  of  the  late  reign  are  found  as 
pre.bytery.  j^^  ^  ^j^^  beginning  of  1688.    But  the  memory  of 

their  sufferings  was  indelible ;  they  accepted,  but  with  no 
gratitude,  the  insidious  mercy  of  a  tjrrant  they  abhorred. 
The  Scots  conspiracy  with  the  prince  of  Orange  went  for- 
ward simultaneously  with  that  of  England ;  it  included  several 
of  the  council,  from  personal  jealousy,  dislike  of  the  king's 
proceedings  as  to  religion,  or  anxiety  to  secure  an  indemnity 
they  had  little  deserved  in  the  approaching  crisis.  The  people 
rose  in  different  parts;  the  Scots  nobility  and  gentry  in 
London  presented  an  address  to  the  prince  of  Orange,  re- 
questing him  to  call  a  convention  of  the  estates ;  and  this 
irregular  summons  was  universally  obeyed. 

The  king  was  not  without  friends  in  this  convention  ;  but 
the  whigs  had  from  every  cause  a  decided  preponderance, 
England  had  led  the  way ;  William  was  on  his  throne  ;  the 
royal  government  at  home  was  wholly  dissolved ;  and,  after 
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enumerating  in  fifteen  articles  the  breaches  committed  on 
the  constitution,  the  estates  came  to  a  resolution :  ^^  That 
James  VII.,  being  a  professed  papist,  did  assume  the  royal 
power,  and  acted  as  king,  without  ever  taking  the  oath 
required  by  law,  and  had,  by  the  advice  of  evil  and  wicked 
councillors,  invaded  the  fundamental  constitution  of  the 
kingdom,  and  altered  it  from  a  legal  limited  monarchy  to  an 
arbitrary  despotic  power,  and  hath  exerted  the  same  to  the 
subversion  of  the  protestant  religion,  and  the  violation  of  the 
laws  and  liberties  of  the  kingdom,  whereby  he  hath  forfaulted 
(forfeited)  his  right  to  the  crown,  and  the  throne  has  become 
vacant.''  It  was  evident  that  the  English  vote  of  a  con- 
structive abdication,  having  been  partly  grounded  on  the 
king's  flight,  could  not  without  still  greater  violence  be 
applied  to  Scotland ;  and  consequently  the  bolder  denomina- 
tion of  forfeiture  was  necessarily  employed  to  express  the 
penalty  of  his  mis-government.  There  was,  in  fact,  a  very 
striking  difference  in  the  circumstances  of  the  two  kingdoms* 
In  the  one,  there  had  been  illegal  acts  and  unjustifiable 
severities ;  but  it  was,  at  first  sight,  no  very  strong  case  for 
national  resistance,  which  stood  rather  on  a  calculation  of 
expediency  than  an  instinct  of  self-preservation  or  an  impulse 
of  indignant  revenge.  But  in  the  other,  it  had.  been  a 
tyranny,  dark  as  that  of  the  most  barbarous  ages  ;  despotism, 
which  in  England  was  scarcely  in  blossom,  had  borne  its 
bitter  and  poisonous  fruits :  no  word  of  slighter  import  than 
forfeiture  could  be  chosen  to  denote  the  national  rejection  of 
the  Stuart  line. 

A  declaration  and  claim  of  rights  was  drawn  up,  as  in 
England,  together  with  the  resolution  that  the  crown  ^^j^,  ^^  ^ 
be  tendered  to  William  and  Mary,  and  descend  after-  ^"'*"»  "^• 
wards  in  conformity  with  the  limitations  enacted  in  the  sister 
kingdom.  This  declaration  excluded  papists  from  the  throne, 
and  asserted  the  illegality  of  proclamations  to  dispense  with 
statutes,  of  the  inflicting  capital  punishment  without  jury,  of 
imprisonment  without  special  cause  or  delay  of  trial,  of 
exacting  enormous  fines,  of  nominating  the  magistrates  in 
boroughs  and  several  other  violent  proceedings  in  the  two  last 
reigns.  These  articles  the  convention  challenged  as  their 
undoubted  right,  against  which  no  declaration  or  precedent 
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ought  to  operate.  They  reserved  some  other  important 
grievances  to  be  redre&sed  in  parliament.  Upon  this  oc- 
casion, a  noble  fire  of  liberty  shone  forth  to  the  honour  of 
Scotland,  amidst  those  scenes  of  turbulent  faction  or  servile 
corruption  which  the  annals  of  her  parliament  so  perpetuaUy 
display.  They  seemed  emulous  of  English  freedom,  and 
proud  to  place  their  own  imperfect  commonwealth  on  as  firm 
a  basis. 

One  great  alteration  in  the  state  of  Scotland  was  almost 
necessarily  involved  in  the  fall  of  the  Stuarts.  Their  most 
conspicuous  object  had  been  the  maintenance  of  the  episcopal 
church;  the  line  was  drawn  far  more  closely  than  in  Eng- 
land ;  in  that  church  were  the  court's  friends,  out  of  it  were 
its  opponents.  Above  all,  the  people  were  out  of  it,  and  in 
a  revolution  brought  about  by  the  people,  their  voice  could 
not  be  slighted.  It  was  one  of  the  articles  accordingly  in  the 
declaration  of  rights,  that  prelacy  and  precedence  in  ecclesias- 
tical office  were  repugnant  to  the  genius  of  a  nation  reformed 
by  presbyters,  and  an  unsupportable  grievance  which  ought 
to  be  abolished.  William,  there  is  reason  to  believe,  had 
ofiered  to  preserve  the  bishops,  in  return  for  their  support  in 
the  convention.  But  this,  not  more  happily  for  Scotland 
than  for  himself  and  his  successors,  they  refused  to  give. 
No  compromise,  or  even  acknowledged  toleration,  was  practi- 
cable in  that  country  between  two  exasperated  factions ;  but, 
if  oppression  was  necessary,  it  was  at  least  not  on  the 
majority  that  it  ought  to  fall.  But  besides  this,  there  was  as 
clear  a  case  of  forfeiture  in  the  Scots  episcopal  church  as  in 
the  royal  family  of  Stuart.  The  main  controversy  between 
the  episcopal  and  presbyterian  churches  was  one  of  historical 
inquiry,  not  perhaps  capable  of  decisive  solution ;  it  was  at 
least  one,  as  to  which  the  bulk  of  mankind  are  absolutely 
incapable  of  forming  a  rational  judgment  for  themselves. 
But,  mingled  up  as  it  had  always  been,  and  most  of  all  in 
Scotland,  with  faction,  with  revolution,  with  power  and 
emolument,  with  courage  and  devotion,  and  fear,  and  hate, 
and  revenge,  this  dispute  dvew  along  with  it  the  most  glow- 
ing emotions  of  the  heart,  and  the  question  became  utterly 
out  of  the  province  of  argument.  It  was  very  possible  that 
episcopacy  might  be  of  apostolical  institution ;  but  for  this 
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institution  houses  had  been  burned  and  fields  laid  waste»  and 
the  gospel  had  been  preached  in  wildernesses,  and  its 
ministers  had  been  shot  in  their  prayers,  and  husbands  had 
been  murdered  before  their  wives,  and  virgins  had  been 
defiled,  and  many  had  died  by  the  executioner,  and  by  mas- 
sacre, and  in  imprisonment,  and  in  exile  and  slavery,  and 
women  had  been  tied  to  stakes  on  the  sea-shore  till  the  tide 
rose  to  overflow  them,  and  some  had  been  tortured  and 
mutilated ;  it  was  a  religion  of  the  boots  and  the  thumb- 
screw, which  a  good  man  must  be  very  cool-blooded  indeed 
if  he  did  not  hate  and  reject  from  the  hands  which  offered  it. 
For,  after  all,  it  is  much  more  certain  that  the  Supreme  Being 
abhors  cruelty  and  persecution,  than  that  he  has  set  up 
bishops  to  have  a  superiority  over  presbyters. 

It  was  however  a  serious  problem  at  that  time,  whether 
the  presbyterian  church,  so  proud  and  stubborn  as  she  had 
formerly  shown  herself,  could  be  brought  under  a  necessary 
subordination  to  the  civil  magistrate,  and  whether  the  more 
fanatical  part  of  it,  whom  Cargill  and  Cameron  had  led  on, 
would  fall  again  into  the  ranks  of  social  life.  But  here  ex- 
perience victoriously  confuted  these  plausible  apprehensions. 
It  was  soon  perceived  that  the  insanity  of  fanaticism  subsides 
of  itself,  unless  purposely  heightened  by  persecution.  The 
fiercer  spirit  of  the  sectaries  was  allayed  by  degrees ;  and, 
though  vestiges  of  it  may  probably  still  be  perceptible  by 
observers,  it  has  never,  in  a  politicaJ  sense,  led  to  dangerous 
effects.  The  church  of  Scotland,  in  her  general  assemblies, 
preserves  the  forms,  and  affects  the  language,  .of  the  sixteenth 
century ;  but  the  Erastianism,  against  which  she  inveighs, 
secretly  controls  and  paralyses  her  vaunted  liberties ;  and 
she  cannot  but  acknowledge  that  the  supremacy  of  the  legis- 
lature is  like  the  collar  of  the  watch-dog,  the  price  of  food 
and  shelter,  and  the  condition  upon  which  alone  a  religious 
society  can  be  endowed  and  established  by  any  prudent  com- 
monwealth.*    The  judicious  admixture  of  laymen  in  these 

*  The  practice  observed  in  summoning  Christ,  the  head  of  the  church  ;  and,  by 

or  dissolving  the  great  national  assembly  the  same  authority,  appoints  another  to 

of  the  church  of  Scotland,  which,  accord-  meet  on  a  certain  day  of  the  ensuing  year, 

ing  to  the  presbyterian  theory,  can  only  be  The  lord  high  commissioner  then  dissolves 

done  by  its  own  authority,  is  rather  amus-  the  assembly  in  the  name  of  the  king, 

ing :  **  The  moderator  dissolves  the  as-  and  appoints  another  to  meet  on  the  same 

sembly  in  the  name  of  the  Lord  Jesus  day/*  Amot*s  Hist  of  Edinburgh,  p.  269. 
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assemblies,  and,  in  a  far  greater  degree,  the  perpetual  inter- 
course with  England,  which  has  put  an  end  to  every  thing 
like  sectarian  bigotry,  and  even  exclusive  communion,  in  the 
higher  and  middling  classes,  are  the  principal  causes  of  that 
remarkable  moderation  which  for  many  years  has  characterized 
the  successors  of  Knox  and  Melville*  [18^70 

The  convention  of  estates  was  turned  by  an  act  of  its  own 
into  a  parliament,  and  continued  to  sit  during  the  king^s 
reign.  This,  which  was  rather  contrary  to  the  spirit  of  a 
representative  government  than  to  the  Scots  constitution, 
might  be  justified  by  the  very  unquiet  state  of  the  kingdom 
and  the  intrigues  of  the  Jacobites.  Many  excellent  statutes 
were  enacted  in  this  parliament,  besides  the  provisions  in- 
cluded in  the  declaration  of  rights ;  twenty-six  members  were 
added  to  the  representation  of  the  counties,  the  tyrannous  acts 
of  the  two  last  reigns  were  repealed,  the  unjust  attainders 
were  reversed,  the  lords  of  articles  were  abolished-  After 
some  years,  an  act  was  obtained  against  wrongous  imprison- 
ment, still  more  effectual  perhaps  in  some  respects  thui  that 
of  the  habeas  corpus  in  England.  The  prisoner  is  to  be  re- 
leased on  bail  within  twenty-four  hours  on  application  to  a 
judge,  unless  committed  on  a  capital  charge;  and  in  that 
case  must  be  brought  to  trial  within  sixty  days.  A  judge 
refusing  to  give  full  effect  to  the  act  is  declared  incapable  of 
public  trust. 

Notwithstanding  these  great  improvements  in  the  consti- 
tution, and  the  cessation  of  religious  tyranny,  the  Scots  are 
not  accustomed  to  look  back  on  the  reign  of  WiUiam  with 
much  complacency.  The  regeneration  was  far  from  perfect ; 
the  court  of  session  continued  to  be  corrupt  and  partial ; 
severe  and  illegal  proceedings  might  sometimes  be  imputed 
to  the  council ;  and  in  one  lamentable  instance,  the  massacre 
of  the  Macdonalds  in  Glencoe,  the  deliberate  crime  of  some 
statesmen  tarnished  not  slightly  the  bright  fame  of  their 
deceived  master :  though  it  was  not  for  the  adherents  of  the 
house  of  Stuart,  under  whom  so  many  deeds  of  more  exten- 
sive slaughter  had  been  perpetrated,  to  fiU  Europe  with  their 
invectives  against  this  military  execution.*     The  episcopal 

*  The  king*8  instructions  by  no  means    its  circumstances  of  cruelty,  but  they  eoo^ 
warrant  the  execution, especially  with  all    tain   one   unfortunate   sentence:       **  If 
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clergy,  driven  out  injuriously  by  the  populace  from  their  liv- 
ings, were  permitted  after  a  certain  time  to  hold  them  again 
in  some  instances  under  certain  conditions ;  but  William, 
perhaps  almost  the  only  consistent  friend  of  toleration  in 
his  kingdoms,  at  least  among  public  men,  lost  by  this 
indulgence  the  affection  of  one  party,  without  in  the  slightest 
degree  conciliating  the  other.*  The  true  cause,  however,  of 
the  prevalent  disaffection  at  this  period  was  the  condition  of 
Scotland,  an  ancient,  independent  kingdom,  inhabited  by  a 
proud,  high-spirited  people,  relatively  to  another  kingdom, 
which  they  had  long  regarded  with  enmity,  still  with  jealousy; 

MiiiSlean  [sic],  of  Glencoe,  and  that  tribe  though  their  adyocates  did  not  forget  to 

can  be  well  separated  from  the  rest,  it  raise  a  cry  of  persecution,  which  was 

will  be  a  proper  rindication  of  the  public  believed  in  England^   are  said  to  have 

justice  to  extirpate  that  seat  of  thieves.'*  been  treated  with  singular  fovour.  De  Foe 

This  was  written,  it  is  to  be  remembered,  challenges  them  to  show  any  one  minister 

while  they  were  exposed  to  the  penalties  that  ever  was  deposed  for  not  acknow- 

of  the  law  for  the  rebellion.     But  the  ledging  the  church,  if  at  the  same  time 

massacre  would   never  have  been   per-  he  offered  to  acknowledge  the  govem- 

petrated,    if  lord  Breadalbane  and  the  mcnt  and  take  the  oaths ;  and  says  they 

master  of  Stair,  two  of  the  worst  men  in  have  been  often  challenged  on  this  head. 

Scotland,  had  not 'used  the  foulest  arts  to  Hist,  of  Church  of  Scotland,  p.  319.    In 

effect  it.     It  is  an  apparently  great  re-  &ct,  a  statute  was  passed  in  1 695,  which 

proach  to  the  government   of  William,  confirmed  all  ministers  who  would  qualify 

that  they  escaped   with  impunity ;  but  themselves  by  taking  the  oaths :  and  no 

political  necessity  bears  down  justice  and  less  than  116   (according  to  Laing,  iv. 

honour.  Laing,  i v.  246.   Carstares' State  259.)   did  so  continue;    nay,    De  Foe 

Papers.  reckons  165  at  the  time  of  the  union. 

*  Those  who  took  the  oaths  were  P.  320. 
aUowed  to  continue  in  their  churches  The  rigid  presbyterians  inveighed  against 
without  compliance  with  the  presby  terian  any  toleration,  as  much  as  they  did  against 
discipline,  and  many  more  who  not  only  the  king^sauthority  over  their  own  church, 
refused  the  oaths  but  prayed  openly  for  Bat  the  government  paid  little  attention 
James  and  his  family.  Carstares,  p.  40.  to  their  bigotry ;  besides  the  above- 
But  in  1693  an  act  for  settling  the  peace  mentioned  episcopal  clergymen,  those 
«nd  quiet  of  the  church  ordains,  that  no  who  seceded  from  the  church,  though 
person  be  admitted  or  continued  to  be  a  universally  Jacobites,  and  most  danger- 
minister  or  preacher  unless  he  have  taken  ously  so,  were  indulged  with  meeting- 
the  oath  of  allegiance,  and  subscribed  the  houses  in  all  towns ;  and  by  an  act  of  the 
assurance  that  he  held  the  king  to  be  queen,  10  Anne,  c.  7.,  obtained  a  full  to- 
de  facto  et  de  jure,  and  also  the  confession  leration,  on  condition  of  praying  for  the 
of  fiiith ;  and  that  he  owns  and  aoknow-  royal  fitmily,  with  which  they  never  com- 
ledgespresbyterian  church -government  to  plied.  It  was  thought  necesssry  to  put 
be  the  only  government  of  this  church,  them  under  some  fresh  restrictions  in 
and  that  he  will  submit  thereto  and  con-  1748,  their  seal  for  the  Pretender  being 
cur  therewith,  and  will  never  endeavour,  notorious  and  universal,  by  an  act  21  Geo. 
directly  or  indirectly,  the  prejudice  or  2.  c.  34. ;  which  has  very  properly  been 
subversion  thereof.  Id.  715.  Laing,  iv.  repealed  after  the  motive  for  it  had 
25S,  wholly  ceased,  and  even  at  first  was  not 

This  act  seems  not  to  have  been  strictly  reconcilable  with  the  general  principles  of 

~  upon ;  and  the  episcopal  clergy,  religious  liberty. 
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but  to  which,  in  despite  of  their  theoretical  equality,  they  were 
kept  in  subordination  by  an  insurmountable  necessity.  Tlie 
union  of  the  two  crowns  had  withdrawn  their  sovereign  and 
his  court ;  yet  their  government  had  been  national,  and  on 
the  whole  with  no  great  intermixture  of  English  influence. 
Many  reasons  however  might  be  given  for  a  more  com- 
plete incorporation,  which  had  been  the  favourite  project  of 
James  I.,  and  was  discussed,  at  least  on  the  part  of  Scotland, 
by  commissioners  appointed  in  I67O.  That  treaty  £uled  of 
making  any  progress ;  the  terms  proposed  being  such  as  the 
English  parliament  would  never  have  accepted.  At  the 
revolution  a  similar  plan  was  just  hinted,  and  abandoned. 
Meanwhile,  the  new  character  that  the  English  government 
had  assumed  rendered  it  more  difficult  to  preserve  the  actual 
connexion.  A  king  of  both  countries,  especially  by  origin 
more  allied  to  the  weaker,  might  maintain  some  impartiality 
in  his  behaviour  towards  each  of  them.  But,  if  they  were 
to  be  ruled,  in  effect,  nearly  as  two  republics ;  that  is,  if  the 
power  of  their  parliaments  should  be  so  much  enhanced  as 
ultimately  to  determine  the  principal  measures  of  state  (whidi 
was  at  least  the  case  in  England),  no  one  who  saw  their 
mutual  jealousy,  rising  on  one  side  to  the  highest  exasper- 
ation, could  fail  to  anticipate  that  some  great  revolution  must 
be  at  hand  ;  and  that  an  union,  neither  federal  nor  legislative, 
but  possessing  every  inconvenience  of  both,  could  not  long  be 
endured.  The  well-known  business  of  the  Darien  company 
must  have  undeceived  every  rational  man  who  dreamed  of 
any  alternative  but  incorporation  or  separation.  The  Scots 
parliament  took  care  to  bring  on  the  crisis  by  the  act  of 
security  in  1704.  It  was  enacted  that,  on  the  queen's  death 
without  issue,  the  estates  should  meet  to  name  a  successor  of 
the  royal  line,  and  a  protestant ;  but  that  this  should  not  be 
the  same  person  who  would  succeed  to  the  crown  of  England, 
unless  during  her  majesty's  reign  conditions  should  be  esta- 
blished to  secure  from  English  influence  the  honour  and 
independence  of  the  kingdom,  the  authority  of  parliament, 
the  religion,  trade,  and  liberty  of  the  nation.  This  was 
explained  to  mean  a  free  intercourse  with  the  plantations, 
and  the  benefits  of  the  navigation  act.  The  prerogative  of 
declaring  peace  and  war  was  to  be  subjected  for  ever  to  the 
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approbation  of  parliament,  lest  at  any  future  time  these  con- 
ditions should  be  revoked. 

Those  who  obtained  the  act  of  security  were  partly  of  the 
Jacobite  faction,  who  saw  in  it  the  hope  of  restoring  ^^t  of 
at  least  Scotland  to  the  banished  heir ;  partly  of  a  '«"^'y- 
very  different  description,  whigs  in  principle,  and  determined 
enemies  of  the  Pretender,  but  attached  to  their  country, 
jealous  of  the  English  court,  and  determined  to  settle  a  legis- 
lative union  on  such  terms  as  became  an  independent  state. 
Such  an  union  was  now  seen  in  England  to  be  in- 
dispensable ;  the  treaty  was  soon  afterwards  begun, 
and,  after  a  long  discussion  of  the  terms  between  the  com- 
missioners of  both  kingdoms,  the  incorporation  took  efiect 
on  the  1st  of  May,  1707-  It  is  provided  by  the  articles  of 
this  treaty,  confirmed  by  the  parliaments,  that  the  succession 
of  the  united  kingdom  shall  remain  to  the  princess  Sophia, 
and  the  heirs  of  her  body,  being  protestants ;  that  all  privi- 
leges of  trade  shall  belong  equally  to  both  nations;  that 
there  shall  be  one  great  seal,  and  the  same  coin,  weights, 
and  measures ;  that  the  episcopal  and  presbyterian  churches 
of  England  and  Scotland  shall  be  for  ever  established,  as 
essential  and  fundamental  parts  of  the  union  ;  that  the  united 
kingdom  shall  be  represented  by  one  and  the  same  parliament, 
to  be  called  the  parliament  of  Great  Britain ;  that  the  num- 
ber of  peers  for  Scotland  shall  be  sixteen,  to  be  elected  for 
every  parliament  by  the  whole  body,  and  the  number  of  re- 
presentatives of  the  commons  forty-five,  two  thirds  of  whom 
to  be  chosen  by  the  counties,  and  one  third  by  the  boroughs ; 
that  the  crown  be  restrained  from  creating  any  new  peers  of 
Scotland ;  that  both  parts  of  the  united  kingdom  shall  be 
subject  to  the  same  duties  of  excise,  and  the  same  customs 
on  export  and  import ;  but  that,  when  England  raises  two 
millions  by  a  land-tax,  48,000/.  shall  be  raised  in  Scotland, 
and  in  like  proportion. 

It  has  not  been  unusual  for  Scotsmen,  even  in  modem 
times,  while  they  cannot  but  acknowledge  the  expediency  of 
an  union,  and  the  blessings  which  they  have  reaped  from  it, 
to  speak  of  its  conditions  as  less  favourable  than  their  ances- 
tors ought  to  have  claimed.  For  this  however  there  does 
not  seem  much  reason.     The  ratio  of  population  would  in- 
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deed  have  given  Scotland  about  one  eighth  of  the  legislative 
body,  instead  of  something  less  than  one  twelfth ;  but  no 
government  except  the  merest  democracy  is  settled  on  the 
sole  basis  of  numbers ;  and  if  the  comparison  of  wealth  and 
of  public  contributions  was  to  be  admitted,  it  may  be  thought 
that  a  country,  which  stipulated  for  itself  to  pay  less  than  one 
fortieth  of  direct  taxation,  was  not  entitled  to  a  much  greater 
share  of  the  representation  than  it  obtained.  Combining  the 
two  ratios  of  population  and  property,  there  seems  litde 
objection  to  this  part  of  the  union ;  and  in  general  it  may  be 
observed  of  the  articles  of  that  treaty,  what  often  occurs 
with  compacts  intended  to  oblige  future  ages,  that  they  have 
rather  tended  to  throw  obstacles  in  the  way  of  reformations 
for  the  substantial  benefit  of  Scotland,  than  to  protect  her 
against  encroachment  and  usurpation. 

This  however  could  not  be  securely  anticipated  in  the  reign 
of  Anne ;  and,  no  doubt,  the  measure  was  an  experiment  of 
such  hazard  that  every  lover  of  his  country  must  have  con- 
sented in  trembling,  or  revolted  from  it  with  disgust  No 
past  experience  of  history  was  favourable  to  the  absorption 
of  a  lesser  state  (at  least  where  the  government  partook  so 
much  of  the  republican  form)  in  one  of  superior  power  and 
ancient  rivalry.  The  representation  of  Scotland  in  the  united 
legislature  was  too  feeble  to  give  any  thing  like  security 
against  the  English  prejudices  and  animosities^  if  they  should 
continue  or  revive.  The  church  was  exposed  to  the  most 
apparent  perils,  brought  thus  within  the  power  of  a  legis- 
lature so  frequently  influenced  by  one  which  held  her  not  as  a 
sister,  but  rather  a  bastard  usurper  of  a  sister's  inheritance ; 
and,  though  her  permanence  was  guaranteed  by  the  treaty, 
yet  it  was  hard  to  say  how  far  the  legal  competence  of  par- 
liament might  hereafter  be  deemed  to  extend,  or  at  least  how 
far  she  might  be  abridged  of  her  privileges,  and  impaired  in 
her  dignity.*     If  very  few  of  these  mischiefs  have  resulted 

*  Archbishop  Teniaon  sud,  in  the  de-  Carstares,  759.  Hiii  sort  of  language  was 

bates  on  the  union,  he  thought  the  nar-  encouraging ;  but  the  exclusive  doctrine, 

row  notions  of  all   churches   had  been  or  jus  divinum,  was  sure  to  retain  many 

their    ruin,   and    that  he   believed    the  advocates,  and  has  always  done  so.    For- 

church  of  Scotland  to  be  as  true  a  pro-  tunately  for  Great  Britain,  it  has  not  had 

testant  church  as  the  church  of  England,  the  slightest  effect  on  the  laity  in  modem 

though  he  could  not  say  it  was  as  perfect,  times.     [1827.] 
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from  the  union,  it  has  doubtless  been  owing  to  the  prudence 
of  our  government)  and  chiefly  to  the  general  sense  of  right, 
and  the  diminution  both  of  national  and  religious  bigotry 
during  the  last  century.  But  it  is  always  to  be  kept  in  mind, 
as  the  best  justification  of  those  who  came  into  so  great  a 
sacrifice  of  natural  patriotism,  that  they  gave  up  no  excellent 
form  of  polity,  that  the  Scots  constitution  had  never  pro- 
duced the  people's  happiness,  that  their  parliament  was  bad 
in  its  composition,  and  in  practice  little  else  than  a  factious 
and  venal  aristocracy ;  that  they  had  before  them  the  alter- 
natives of  their  present  condition,  with  the  prospect  of  un- 
ceasing discontent,  half  suppressed  by  unceasing  corruption, 
or  of  a  more  honourable,  but  very  precarious,  separation  of 
the  two  kingdoms,  the  renewal  of  national  wars  and  border- 
feuds,  at  a  cost  the  poorer  of  the  two  could  never  endure, 
and  at  a  hazard  of  ultimate  conquest,  which,  with  all  her 
pride  and  bravery,  the  experience  of  the  last  generation  had 
shown  to  be  no  impossible  term  of  the  contest. 

The  union  closes  the  story  of  the  Scots  constitution.  From 
its  own  nature,  not  more  than  from  the  gross  prostitution 
with  which  a  majority  had  sold  themselves  to  the^  surrender 
of  their  own  legislative  existence,  it  was  long  odious  to  both 
parties  in  Scotland.  An  attempt  to  dissolve  it  by  the  autho- 
rity of  the  united  parliament  itself  was  made  in  a  very  few 
years,  and  not  very  decently  supported  by  the  whigs  against 
the  queen's  last  ministry.  But,  after  the  accession  of  the 
house  of  Hanover,  the  Jacobite  party  displayed  such  strength 
in  Scotland,  that  to  maintain  the  union  was  evidently  indis- 
pensable for  the  reigning  family.  That  party  comprised  a 
large  proportion  of  the  superior  classes,  and  nearly  the  whole 
of  the  episcopal  church,  which,  though  fallen,  was  for  some 
years  considerable  in  numbers.  The  national  prejudices  ran 
in  favour  of  their  ancient  stock  of  kings,  conspiring  with  the 
sentiment  of  dishonour  attached  to  the  union  itself,  and  jea- 
lousy of  some  innovations  which  a  legislature  they  were  un- 
willing to  recognise  thought  fit  to  introduce.  It  is 
certain  that  jacobitism,  in  £n&f1and  little  more,  after  d^ui^or 
the  reign  of  George  1.,  than  an  empty  word,  the 
vehicle  of  indefinite  dissatisfaction  in  those  who  were  never 
ready  to  encounter  peril  or  sacrifice  advantage  for  its  afiected 
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principle,  subsisted  in  Scotland  as  a  vivid  emotion  of  loyalty, 
a  generous  promptitude  to  act  or  suffer  in  its  cause ;  and, 
even  when  all  hope  was  extinct,  clung  to  the  recollections  of 
the  past,  long  after  the  very  name  was  only  known  by  tradi- 
tion, and  every  feeling  connected  with  it  had  been  wholly 
effaced  to  the  south  of  the  Tweed.  It  is  believed  that  some 
persons  in  that  country  kept  up  an  intercourse  with  Charles 
Edward  as  their  sovereign  till  his  decease  in  17S7*  They 
had  given,  forty  years  before,  abundant  testimonies  of  their 
activity  to  serve  him.  That  rebellion  is,  in  more  respects 
than  one,  disgraceful  to  the  British  government;  but  it 
furnished  an  opportunity  for  a  wise  measure  to  prevent  its 
recurrence,  and  to  break  down  in  some  degree  the  aristo- 
cratical  ascendancy,  by  abolishing  the  hereditary  jurisdictions 
which,  according  to  die  genius  of  the  feudal  system,  were 
exercised  by  territorial  proprietors  under  royal  charter  or 
prescription. 
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CHAPTER  XVIII. 

ON    THE    CONSTITUTION    OF    IRELAND. 

AncietU  State  of  Ireland  -^  Its  Kingdom*  and  CMefttanshipi  *-  Law  of  Tamttry 
and  GavelJcind  —  Rude  State  of  Society  —  Invasion  of  Henry  II,  —  Acquis 
sitions  of  English  Barons  —  Forms  of  JSnglish  Constitution  established  —  Ex" 
chinon  of  native  Irish  from  them  —  Degeneracy  of  English  Settlers  —  Parlia^ 
ment  of  Ireland  —  Disorderly  State  of  the  Island —  The  Irish  regain  Part  of 
their  Territories  —  English  Law  confined  to  the  Pale — Poyning's  Law  — 
Royal  Authority  revives  under  Henry  VIII,  —  Resistance  of  Irish  to  Act  <f 
Supremacy  —  Protestant  Church  established  by  Elizabeth  —  Effiscts  of  this 
Measure  —  RebelUons  of  her  Reign —  Opposition  in  Parliament  —  ArbOrary 
Proceedings  of  ISr  Henry  Sidney  —  James  I.  —  Laws  against  Catholics  en* 
forced  —  English  Law  established  throu^out  Ireland — Settlements  of  English 
in  Munster,  Ulster,  and  other  Paris  —  Injustice  aitendtne  them  —  Constitution 
of  Irish  Parliament — Charles  I,  promises  Graces  to  the  Irish — Does  not 
confirm  them  —  Administration  of  Slrqfibrd  —  Rebellion  o/*  1641  ~-  Subjugation 
of  Irish  by  Cromwell  —  Restoration  of  Charles  II.  —  Act  of  Settlement  — 
Hopes  of  CathoUcs  under  Charles  ana  James —  War  of  1689,  and  final  Rc" 
duction  of  Ireland  —  Penal  Laws  against  Catholics  —  Dependence  of  Irish  on 
English  ParUamerit —  Growth  of  a  patriotic  Party  in  1753. 

The  antiquities  of  Irish  history,  imperfectly  recorded,  and 

rendered  more  obscure  by  controversy,  seem  hardly 

to  belon^r  to  our  present  subiect.     But  the  poHtical  state  of 

1  .  f  .  •'  1  ,*^  ,        Ireland. 

order  or  state  of  society  among  that  people  at  the 
period  of  Henry  H.'s  invasion  must  be  distinctly  apprehended 
and  kept  in  mind,  before  we  can  pass  a  judgment  upon,  or 
even  understand,  the  course  of  succeeding  events,  and  the 
policy  of  the  English  government  in  relation  to  that  island. 

It  can  hardly  be  necessary  to  mention  (the  idle  traditions 
of  a  derivation  from  Spain  having  long  been  exploded)  that 
the  Irish  are  descended  from  one  of  those  Celtic  tribes  which 
occupied  Gaul  and  Britain  some  centuries  before  the  Christian 
era.  Their  language,  however,  is  so  far  dissimilar  from  that 
spoken  in  Wales,  though  evidently  of  the  same  root,  as  to 
render  it  probable  that  the  emigration,  whether  from  this 
island  or  from  Armorica,  was  in  a  remote  age ;  while  its  close 
resemblance  to  that  of  the  Scottish  Highlanders,  which  hardly 
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can  be  called  another  dialect,  as  unequivocally  demonstrates  a 
nearer  affinity  of  the  two  nations.  It  seems  to  be  generally 
believed,  though  the  antiquaries  are  far  from  unanimous,  that 
the  Irish  are  the  parent  tribe,  and  planted  their  colony  in 
Scotland  since  the  commencement  of  our  era. 

About  the  end  of  the  eighth  century,  some  of  those  sii'anns 
of  Scandinavian  descent  which  were  poured  out  in  such  un- 
ceasing and  irresistible  multitudes  on  France  and  Britain, 
began  to  settle  on  the  coasts  of  Ireland.  These  colonists 
were  known  by  the  name  of  Ostmen,  or  men  from  the  east, 
as  in  France  they  were  called  Normans  from  their  northern 
origin.  They  occupied  the  sea-coast  from  Antrim  easterly 
round  to  Limerick  ;  and  by  them  the  principal  cities  of  Ire- 
land were  built.  They  waged  war  for  some  time  against  the 
aboriginal  Irish  in  the  interior ;  but,  though  better  acquainted 
with  the  arts  of  civilized  life,  their  inferiority  in  numbers 
caused  them  to  fail  at  length  in  this  contention;  and  the 
piratical  invasions  from  their  brethren  in  Norway  becoming 
less  frequent  in  the  eleventh  and  twelfth  centuries,  they  had 
fallen  into  a  state  of  dependence  on  the  native  princes. 

The  island  was  divided  into  five  provincial  kingdoms, 
Leinster,  Munster,  Ulster,  Gonnaught,  and  Meath ; 

Its  kingdoms  /•!_  •  Ll*  rTlJ 

and  chief-  oue  01  wiiosc  sovcrcigus  was  chosen  king  or  Ireland 
in  some  general  meeting,  probably  of  the  nobility  or 
smaller  chieftains  and  of  the  prelates.  But  there  seems  to 
be  no  clear  tradition  as  to  the  character  of  this  national 
assembly,  though  some  maintain  it  to  have  been  triennially 
held.  The  monarch  of  the  island  had  tributes  from  the  in- 
ferior kings,  and  a  certain  supremacy,  especially  in  the 
defence  of  the  country  against  invasion  ;  but  the  constitution 
was  of  a  federal  nature,  and  each  was  independent  in  ruling 
his  people,  or  in  making  war  on  his  neighbours.  Below 
the  kings  were  the  chieftains  of  different  septs  or  families, 
perhaps  in  one  or  two  degrees  of  subordination,  bearing  a 
relation,  which  may  be  loosely  called  feudal,  to  each  odber 
and  to  the  crown.* 

These  chieftainships,  and  perhaps  even  the  kingdoms  them- 


*  Sir  James  Ware's  Antiquities  of  Ireland.     LelaDd*s  Hist,  of  Ireland ;  Intro- 
duction.    Ledwich's  Dissertations. 
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selves,  though  not  partible,  followed  a  very  different  rule  of 
succession  from  that  of  primogeniture.  TTiey  were  La^  ^f 
subject  to  the  law  of  tanistry,  of  which  the  principle  *"""'^' 
is  defined  to  be,  that  the  demesne  lands  and  dignity  of  chief- 
tainship descended  to  the  eldest  and  most  worthy  of  the  same 
blood;  these  epithets  not  being  used,  we  may  suppose, 
synonymously,  but  in  order  to  indicate  that  the  preference 
given  to  seniority  was  to  be  controlled  by  a  due  regard  to 
desert.  No  better  mode,  it  is  evident,  of  providing  for  a 
perpetual  supply  of  those  civil  quarrels,  in  which  the  Irish 
are  supposed  to  place  so  much  of  their  enjoyment,  could  have 
been  devised.  Vet,  as  these  grew  sometimes  a  little  too 
frequent,  it  was  not  unusual  to  elect  a  tanist,  or  reversionary 
successor,  in  the  lifetime  of  the  reigning  chief,  as  has  been 
the  practice  of  more  civilized  nations.  An  infant  was  never 
allowed  to  hold  the  sceptre  of  an  Irish  kingdom,  but  was 
necessarily  postponed  to  his  uncle  or  other  kinsman  of  mature 
age ;  as  was  the  case  also  in  England,  even  after  the  consoli* 
dation  of  the  Anglo-Saxon  monarchy.* 

The  land-owners,  who  did  not  belong  to  the  noble  class, 
bore  the  same  name  as  their  chieftain,  and  were  a„dg«vei. 
presumed  to  be  of  the  same  lineage.  But  they  held  *"'"*** 
their  estates  by  a  very  different  and  an  extraordinary  tenure, 
that  of  Irish  gavel-kind.  On  the  decease  of  a  proprietor, 
instead  of  an  equal  partition  among  his  children,  as  in  the 
gavel-kind  of  English  law,  the  chief  of  the  sept,  according 
to  the  generally  received  explanation,  made,  or  was  entitled 
to  make,  a  fresh  division  of  all*  the  lands  within  his  district ; 
allotting  to  the  heirs  of  the  deceased  a  portion  of  the  integral 
territory  along  with  the  other  members  of  the  tribe.  It  seems 
impossible  to  conceive  that  these  partitions  were  renewed  on 
every  death  of  one  of  the  sept*  But  they  are  asserted  to  have 
at  least  taken  place  so  frequently  as  to  produce  a  continual 
change  of  possession.  The  policy  of  this  custom  doubtless 
sprung  from  too  jealous  a  solicitude  as  to  the  excessive  in- 
equality of  wealth,  and  from  the  habit  of  looking  on  the  tribe 

*  lidLAuct.:  also  DaTi8*9  Reports,  29.*  poem,  Viw^t  tHorrhr,   was  chief  justice 

and  his  **  Disco?erj  of  the  true  Causes  of  Ireland  under  James  I.  The  tract  just 

why  Ireland  was  nerer  entirely  subdued  quoted  is  well  known  as  a  concise  and 

till  hiB  Majesty's  happy  Reign,**  1 69.    Sir  luminous  exposition  of  the  history  of  that 

John  DaTis,  author  of  the  philosophical  country  fh>m  the  English  inTasion. 
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as  one  family  of  occupants,  not  wholly  divested  of  its  original 
right  by  the  necessary  allotment  of  lands  to  partaenlar  culti- 
vators. It  bore  some  degree  of  analogy  to  l£e  institution  of 
the  year  of  jubilee  in  the  Mosaic  code,  and,  what  may  be 
thought  more  immediate,  was  almost  exactly  similar  to  the 
rule  of  succession  which  is  laid  down  in  the  ancient  laws  of 
Wales.* 

In  the  territories  of  each  sept,  judges  called  Brehons,  and 
Rude  lUte  taken  out  of  certain  families,  sat  with  primeval  sim- 
of  society.  p]i(.ity  upon  turfen  benches  in  some  conspicuous 
situation,  to  determine  controversies*  Their  usages  are 
almost  wholly  unknown ;  for  what  have  been  published  as 
fragments  of  the  Brehon  law  seem  open  to  great  suspicion 
of  having  at  least  been  interpolated,  t  It  is  notorious  that, 
according  to  the  custom  of  many  states  in  the  infancy  of 
civilization,  the  Irish  admitted  the  composition  or  fine  for 
murder,  instead  of  capital  punishment ;  and  this  was  divided, 
as  in  other  countries,  between  the  kindred  of  the  slain  and 
the  judge. 

In  the  twelfth  century  it  is  evident  that  the  Irish  nation 

*  Ware.  Leland.  Ledwich.  Daris's  seWes  to  bave  do  alluaon  to  the  wttlc- 
Discovery,  ibid.  Reports,  49.  It  is  re-  ment  of  foreigners  in  Ireland,  or  to  coined 
xnarkable  that  Davis  seems  to  have  been  money ;  whence  some  ascribe  tbem  to  the 
aware  of  an  analogy  between  the  custom  eighth  eenturj.  On  the  other  band, 
of  Ireland  and  Wales,  and  yet  that  he  only  Ledwich  proves  that  some  parts  must  be 
quotes  the  statute  of  Rutland,  12  £dw.  I.,  later  than  the  tenth  century.  Disserta- 
which  by  itself  does  not  prove  it.  It  tions,  i.  S70.  And  others  hold  them  lo 
is  however  proved,  if  I  understand  the  be  not  older  than  the  thirteenth.  Gamp- 
passage,  by  one  of  the  Leges  Walliae,  pub-  belPs  Historical  Sketch  of  Ireland,  41. 
lished  by  Wotton,  p.  139.  A  gavel  or  It  is  also  maintained  that  they  are  very 
partition  was  made  on  the  death  of  every  unfaithfully  translated.  But,  when  we 
member  of  a  family  for  three  generations,  find  the  Anglo-Saxon  and  Norman  usages, 
after  which  none  could  be  enforced.  But  relief  aid,  wardship,  trial  by  jury  (and 
these  parceners  were  to  be  all  in  the  same  that\manimous),and  a  sort  of  oorrespon- 
degree ;  so  that  nephews  could  not  compel  dence  in  the  ranks  of  society  with  those 
their  uncle  to  a  partition,  but  roust  wait  of  England  (which  all  we  read  elsewhere 
till  his  death,  when  they  were  to  be  put  of  the  ancient  Irish  seems  to  contradict), 
on  an  equality  with  their  cousins ;  and  it  is  impossible  to  resist  the  suspicion  that 
this,  I  suppose,  is  meant  by  the  expres-  they  are  either  extremely  interpcdated,  or 
sion  in  the  statute  of  Rutland,  *'  quod  were  compiled  in  a  late  age,  and  among 
haercditates  remaneant  partibiles  inter  some  of  Uie  septs  who  had  moat  inter* 
connnUUs  haredet."  course  with  the  English.  We  know  that 

f  Leland  seems  to  favour  the  authen-  the  degenerate  colonists,  such  as  the  earls 

ticity  of  the  supposed  Brehon  laws  pub-  of  Desmond,  adopted  the  Brehon  law  in 

lished  by  Vallancey.     Introduction,  29.  their  territories ;  but  this  would  probably 

The  style  is  said  to  be  very  distinguish-  be  with  some  admixture  of  that  to  which 

able  from  the  Irish   of  the  twelfth  or  they  had  been  usedt 
thirteenth  century,  and  the  laws  them- 
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had  made  far  less  progress  in  the  road  of  improvemient  than 
any  other  of  Europe  in  circumstances  of  climate  and  position 
80  little  unfavourable.  They  had  no  arts  that  deserve  the 
name,  nor  any  commerce ;  their  best  line  of  sea-coast  being 
occupied  by  the  Norwegians.  They  had  no  fortified  towns, 
nor  any  houses  or  castles  of  stone;  the  first  having  been 
erected  at  Tuam  a  very  few  years  before  the  invasion  of 
Henry.*  Their  conversion  to  Christianity  indeed,  and  the 
multitude  of  cathedral  and  conventual  churches  erected 
throughout  the  island,  had  been  the  cause,  and  probably  the 
sole  cause,  of  the  rise  of  some  cities,  or  villages  with  that 
name,  such  as  Armagh,  Cashel,  and  Trim.  But  neither  the 
chiefs  nor  the  people  loved  to  be  confined  within  their  pre- 
cincts, and  chose  rather  to  dwell  in  scattered  cabins  amidst 
the  free  solitude  of  bogs  and  mountains,  t  As  we  might 
expect,  their  qualities  were  such  as  belong  to  man  by  his 
original  nature,  and  which  he  displays  in  all  parts  of  the 
globe  where  the  state  of  society  is  inartificial :  they  were 
gay,  generous,  hospitable,  ardent  in  attachment  and  hate, 
:credulous  of  falsehood,  prone  to  anger  and  violence,  generally 
crafty  and  cruel.  With  these  very  general  attributes  of  a  bar- 
barous people,  the  Irish  character  was  distinguished  by  a  pe- 
culiar vivacity  of  imagination,  an  enthusiasm  and  impetuosity 
of  passion,  and  a  more  than  ordinary  bias  towards  a  submis- 
sive and  superstitious  spirit  in  religion. 

This  spirit  may  justly  be  traced  in  a  great  measure  to  the 
virtues  and  piety  of  the  early  preachers  of  the  gospel  in  that 
country.  Their  influence,  though  at  this  remote  age,  and 
with  our  imperfect  knowledge,  it  may  hardly  be  distinguish- 

*  **  The  first  pile  of  lime  and  stone  143. ;  and  the  book  called  Grose's  An- 

that  ever  was  in  Ireland  was  the  castle  of  tiquities  of  Ireland,  also  written  by  Led- 

Tuam,  built  in  1161  by  Roderic  0*Con.  wich.     Piles  of  stone  without  mortar 

nor,  the  monarch."  Introduction  to  Cox*s  are  not  included  in   Cox's  expression. 

History  of  Ireland.     I  do  not  find  that  In  fiict,  the  Irish  had  yery  few  stone 

any  later  writer  eontroTerts  this,  so  fiur  as  houses,   or   even  regular  villages  and 

the  aboriginal  Iridi  are  concerned ;  but  towns,   before   the   time   of  James   I. 

doubtless   the  Norwegian  Ostmen  had  Davis,  170. 

atone  churches,  and  it  used  to  be  thought        t  [**  ^  <^^®  boldly  say,  that  never  any 

that  some  at  least  of  the  famous  round  particular  person,  from  the  conquest  till 

towers    so    common    in    Ireland   were  the  reign  of  James   I.,  did  build  any 

.ereeted  by  tfaem,  though  several  anti-  stone  or  brick  house  ibr  his   private 

quaries  have  lately  contended  for  a  much  habitation,  but  such  as  have  lately  ob- 

earlier  origin  of  these  mysterious  struc-  tained  estates  according  to  the  course  of 

tures.     See  Ledwich's  Dissertations,  viL  .  the  law  of  England."     Davis.— 1845.] 
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able  amidst  the  licentiousness  and  ferocity  of  a  rude  people, 
was  necessarily  directed  to  counteract  those  vices,  and  cannot 
have  failed  to  mitigate  and  compensate  their  evil.  In  the 
seventh  and  eighth  centuries,  while  a  total  ignorance  seemed 
to  overspread  the  face  of  Europe,  the  monasteries  and  schools 
of  Ireland  preserved,  in  the  best  manner  they  could,  such 
learning  as  had  survived  the  revolutions  of  the  Roman  world. 
But  the  learning  of  monasteries  had  never  much  efficacy  in 
dispelling  the  ignorance  of  the  laity;  and  indeed,  even  in 
them,  it  had  decayed  long  before  the  twelfth  century.  Tlie 
clergy  were  respected  and  numerous,  the  bishops  alone 
amounting  at  one  time  to  no  less  than  three  hundred* ;  and 
it  has  been  maintained  by  our  most  learned  writers,  that  they 
were  wholly  independent  of  the  see  of  Rome  till,  a  little  before 
the  English  invasion,  one  of  their  primates  thought  fit  to 
solicit  the  pall  from  thence  on  his  consecration,  according  to 
the  discipline  long  practised  in  other  western  churches- 
It  will  be  readily  perceived  that  the  government  of  Ireland 
must  have  been  almost  entirely  aristocratical,  and,  though  not 
strictly  feudal,  not  very  unlike  that  of  the  feudal  confederacies 
in  France  during  the  ninth  and  tenth  centuries.  It  was  per- 
haps still  more  oppressive.  The  ancient  condition  of  the 
common  people  ojf  Ireland,  says  sir  James  Ware,  was  very 
little  different  from  slavery,  t  Unless  we  believe  this  con- 
dition to  have  been  greatly  deteriorated  under  the  rule  of 
their  native  chieftains  after  the  English  settlement,  for  which 
there  seems  no  good  reason,  we  must  give  little  credit  to  the 
fanciful  pictures  of  prosperity  and  happiness  in  that  period  of 
aboriginal  independence,  winch  the  Irish,  in  their  discontent 
with  later  times,  have  been  apt  to  draw.  They  had,  no  doubt, 
like  all  other  nations,  good  and  wise  princes,  as  well  as  tyrants 
and  usurpers.  But  we  find  by  their  annals  that,  out  of  two 
hundred  ancient  kings,  of  whom  some  brief  memorials  are 
recorded,  not  more  than  thirty  came  to  a  natural  death  t; 
while,  for  the  later  period,  the  oppression  of  the  Irish  chief- 
tains, and  of  those  degenerate  English  who  trod  in  their  steps, 
and  emulated  the  vices  they  should  have  restrained,  is  the  one 
constant  theme  of  history.    Their  exactions  kept  the  peasants 

*   Ledwich^  i.  395.  |  Ledwich,  L  S60L 

f  Antiquitief  of  Ireland,  ii.  76. 
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in  hopeless  poverty,  their  tyranny  in  perpetual  fear.  The 
chief  claimed  a  right  of  taking  from  his  tenants  provisions 
for  his  own  use  at  discretion,  or  of  sojourning  in  their  houses. 
This  was  called  coshery,  and  is  somewhat  analogous  to  the 
royal  prerogative  of  purveyance.  A  still  more  terrible 
oppression  was  the  quartering  of  the  lords'  soldiers  on  the 
people,  sometimes  mitigated  by  a  composition,  called  by  the 
Irish  bonaght.*  For  the  perpetual  warfare  of  these  petty 
chieftains  had  given  rise  to  the  employment  of  mercenary 
troops,  partly  natives,  partly  from  Scotland,  known  by  the 
uncouth  names  of  Kerns  and  Gallowglasses,  who  proved  the 
scourge  of  Ireland  down  to  its  final  subjugation  by  Elizabeth. 

This  unusually  backward  condition  of  society  furnished 
but  an  inauspicious  presage  for  the  future.  Yet  we  may  be 
led  by  the  analogy  of  other  countries  to  think  it  probable 
that,  if  Ireland  had  not  tempted  the  cupidity  of  her  neighbours, 
there  would  have  arisen  in  the  course  of  time  some  Egbert 
or  Harold  Harfager  to  consolidate  the  provincial  kingdoms 
into  one  hereditary  monarchy ;  which,  by  the  adoption  of 
better  laws,  the  increase  of  commerce,  and  a  frequent  inter- 
course with  the  chief  courts  of  Europe,  might  have  taken  as 
respectable  a  station  as  that  of  Scotland  in  the  commonwealth 
of  Christendom.  If  the  two  islands  had  afterwards  become 
incorporated  through  intermarriage  of  their  sovereigns,  as 
would  very  likely  have  taken  place,  it  might  have  been  on 
such  conditions  of  equality  as  Ireland,  till  lately,  has  never 
known ;  and  certainly  without  that  long  tragedy  of  crimen  and 
misfortune  which  her  annals  unfold. 

The  reduction  of  Ireland,  at  least  in  name,  under  the 
dominion  of  Henry  II.  was  not  achieved  by  his  own  inva«ion  ©r 
efforts.  He  had  little  share  in  it,  beyond  receiving  ^""^  "• 
the  homage  of  Irish  princes,  and  granting  charters  to  his 
English  nobility.  Strongbow,  Lacy,  Fitz- Stephen,  were  the 
real  conquerors,  through  whom  alone  any  portion  of  Irish 
territory  was  gained  by  arms  or  treaty ;  and,  as  they  began 
the  enterprise  without  the  king,  they  carried  it  on  also  for 
themselves,  deeming  their  swords  a  better  security  than  his 
charters.     This  ought  to  be  kept  in  mind,  as  revealing  the 

•  Ware,  ii.  74.     Davb*8  Discovery,  174.     Spenser's  State  of  Ireland,  S90. 
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secret  of  the  English  government  over  Ireland,  and  fur- 
nishing a  justification  for  what  has  the  appearance  of  a 
negligent  abandonment  of  its  authority.  The  few 
or%>gitot!"  barons,  and  other  adventurers,  who,  by  dint  of 
'°°*"  forces  hired  by  themselves,  and,  in  some  instances, 
by  conventions  with  the  Irish,  settled  their  armed  colonies  in 
the  island,  thought  they  had  done  much  for  Henry  II.  in 
causing  his  name  to  be  acknowledged,  his  administration  to 
be  established,  in  Dublin,  and  in  holding  their  lands  by  his 
grant.  They  claimed  in  their  turn,  according  to  the  practice 
of  all  nations  and  the  principles  of  equity,  that  those  who  had 
borne  the  heat  of  the  batde  should  enjoy  the  spoil  without 
molestation.  Hence,  the  enormous  grants  of  Henry  and  his 
successors,  though  so  often  censured  for  impolicy,  w^ere 
probably  what  they  could  not  have  retained  in  their  own 
hands  ;  and,  though  not  perhaps  absolutely  stipulated  as  the 
price  of  titular  sovereignty,  were  something  very  like  it* 
But  what  is  to  be  censured,  and  what  at  all  hazards  they 
were  bound  to  refuse,  was  the  violation  of  their  faith  to  the 
Irish  princes,  in  sharing  among  these  insatiable  barons  their 
ancient  territories  ;  which,  setting  aside  the  wrong  of  the 
first  invasion,  were  protected  by  their  homage  and  submission, 
and  sometimes  by  positive  conventions.  The  whole  island, 
in  fact,  with  the  exception  of  the  county  of  DubUn  and  the 
maritime  towns,  was  divided,  before  the  end  of  the  thirteenth 
century,  and  most  of  it  in  the  twelfth,  among  ten  English 
famijies:  earl  Strongbow,  who  had  some  colour  of  here- 
ditary title,  according  to  our  notions  of  law,  by  his  marriage 
with  the  daughter  of  Dermot,  king  of  Leinster,  obtaining  a 
grant  of  that  province ;  Lacy  acquiring  Meath,  which  was 
not  reckoned  a  part  of  Leinster,  in  the  same  manner ;  the 
whole  of  Ulster  being  given  to  de  Courcy ;  the  whole  of 
Connaught  to  de  Burgh ;  and  the  rest  to  six  others.  These, 
it  must  be  understood,  they  were  to  hold  in  a  sort  of  feudal 
suzerainty,  parcelling  them  among  their  tenants  of  English 
race,  and  expelling  the  natives,  or  driving  them  into  the 
worst  parts  of  the  country  by  an  incessant  warfare. 

The  Irish   chieftains,    though   compelled  to  show  some 

•  Davif,  1S5. 
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exterior  signs  of  submission  to  Henry,  never  thought  of  re* 
nouncing  their  own  authority,  or  the  customs  of  their  Formior 
forefathers ;  nor  did  he  pretend  to  interfere  with  the  ^'tuution 
government  of  their  septs,  content  with  their  pro-  ••*•"*•**«*• 
mise  of  homage  and  tribute,  neither  of  which  were  afterwards 
paid.  But  in  those  parts  of  Ireland  which  he  reckoned  his 
own,  it  was  his  aim  to  establish  the  English  laws,  to  render 
the  lesser  island,  as  it  were,  a  counterpart  in  all  its  civil  con- 
stitution, and  mirror  of  the  greater.  The  colony  from  Eng- 
land was  already  not  inconsiderable,  and  likely  to  increase ; 
the  Ostmen,  who  inhabited  the  maritime  towns,  came  very 
willingly,  as  all  settlers  of  Teutonic  origin  have  done,  into 
the  English  customs  and  language ;  and  upon  this  basis, 
leaving  the  accession  of  the  aboriginal  people  to  future 
contingencies,  he  raised  the  edifice  of  the  Irish  constitution. 
He  gave  charters  of  privilege  to  the  chief  towns,  began  a 
division  into  counties,  appointed  sheriffs  and  judges  of  assize 
to  administer  justice,  erected  supreme  courts  at  Dublin,  and 
perhaps  assembled  parliaments.*  His  successors  pursued 
the  same  course  of  policy ;  the  great  charter  of  liberties,  as 
soon  as  granted  by  John  at  Runnymede,  was  sent  over  to 
Ireland  ;  and  the  whole  common  law,  with  all  its  forms  of 
process,  and  every  privilege  it  was  deemed  to  convey,  became 
the  birthright  of  the  Anglo-Irish  colonists.t 

These  had  now  spread  over  a  considerable  part  of  the 
island.  Twelve  counties  appear  to  have  been  established  by 
John,  comprehending  most  of  Leinster  and  Munster ;  while 
the  two  ambitious  families  of  Courcy  and  de  Burgh  en- 
croached more  and  more  on  the  natives  in  the  other  pro- 
vinces, t  But  the  same  necessity,  which  gratitude  for  the 
services,  or  sense  of  the  power  of  the  great  families   had 

*  Leland,  80.  et  post.     Davis,  100.  and  subject  to  the  crown  in  the  thirteenth 

t  4  Inst  349.    I^and,  208.    Harrises  century,  however  it  might  fall  away  in 

Hibemica,  ii.  14.  the  two  neit.     Those  who  write  oon« 

^  These  counties  are  Dublin,  Kildare,  fiisedly  about  this  subject,  pretend  that 

Meath  (including  Westmeath),  Ix>uth,  the  authority  of  the  king  at  no  time  ex- 

Carlow,  Wexford,  Kilkenny,  Waterford,  tended  beyond  the  pale ;  whereas  thaC 

Cork,  Tipperary,  Kerry,  and  Limerick,  name  was  not  known,  I  believe,  till  the 

In  the  reign  of  Edward  I.  we  find  sheriflfs  fifteenth  century.     Under  the  great  earl 

also   of  Connaught   and    Roacommon.  of  Pembroke,  who   died   in    1219,  the 

Leland,  L  19.     Thus,  except  the  north-  whole  island  was  perhaps  nearly  as  much 

em  province  and  some  of  the  central  reduced  under  obedience  as  in  the  reign 

districts,  all   Ireland  waa  shire-ground,  of  Elisabeth.     Leknd,805. 
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engendered,  for  rewarding  them  by  excessive  grants  of 
territory,  led  to  other  concessions  that  rendered  them  almost 
independent  of  the  monarchy.*  The  franchise  of  a  county 
palatine  gave  a  right  of  exclusive  civil  and  criminal  jurisdic- 
tion ;  so  that  the  king's  writ  should  not  run,  nor  his  judges 
come  within  it,  though  judgment  in  its  courts  might  be  re- 
versed by  writ  of  error  in  the  king's  bench.  The  lord  might 
enfeoff  tenants  to^  hold  by  knight's  service  of  himself ;  he  had 
almost  all  regalian  rights ;  the  lands  of  those  attainted  for 
treason  escheated  to  him ;  he  acted  in  every  thing  rather  as 
one  of  the  great  feudataries  of  France  or  Germany  than  a 
subject  of  the  English  crown.  Such  had  been  the  earl  of 
Chester,  and  only  Chester,  in  England ;  but  in  Ireland  this 
dangerous  independence  was  permitted  to  Strongbow  in 
Leinster,  to  Lacy  in  Meath,  and  at  a  latter  time  to  the  But- 
lers and  Geraldines  in  parts  of  Munster.  StrongboVs  vast 
inheritance  soon  fell  to  five  sisters,  who  took  to  their  shares, 
with  the  same  palatine  rights,  the  counties  of  Carlow,  Wex- 
ford, Killkenny,  Kildare,  and  the  district  of  Leix,  since 
called  the  Queen's  County.t  In  all  these  palatinates,  forming 
by  far  the  greater  portion  of  the  English  territories,  the 
king's  process  had  its  course  only  within  the  lands  belonging 
to  the  church,  t  The  English  aristocracy  of  Ireland,  in  the 
thirteenth  and  fourteenth  centuries,  bears  a  much  closer 
analogy  to  that  of  France  in  rather  an  earlier  period  than 
any  thing  which  the  history  of  this  island  can  show. 

Pressed  by  the  inroads  of  these  barons,  and  despoiled 
frequently  of  lands  secured  to  them  by  grant  or  treaty,  the 
native  chiefs  had  recourse  to  the  throne  for  protection,  and 
would  in  all  likelihood  have  submitted  without  repining  to  a 
sovereign  who  could  have  afforded  it.  §  But  John  and  Henry 
III.,  in  whose  reigns  the  independence  of  the  aristocracy 
was  almost  complete,  though  insisting  by  writs  and  procla- 
mations on  a  due  observance  of  the  laws,  could  do  little  more 
for  their  new  subjects,  who  found  a  better  chance  of  redress 
in  standing  on  their  own  defence.    Tlie  powerful  septs  of  the 

*  Leiand,  170.  sons  and  6ve  daughters;  the  first  all  died 

t  Dayis,    140.     William   Marischal,  without  issue, 

earl   of   Pembroke,    who    married    the  t  DaTis,  147.     Leland,  29U 

daughter   of  earl   Strongbow,  left  five  §  Id.  194.  S09. 
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north  enjoyed  their  liberty.     But   those   of  Munster   and 
Leinster,  intermixed  with  the  English,  and  encroached  upon 
from  every  side,  were  the  victims  of  constant  injustice ;  and 
abandoning  the  open  country  for  bog  and  mountain  pasture, 
grew  more  poor  and  barbarous  in  the  midst  of  the  general 
advance  of   Europe.      Many  remained  under  the  yoke  of 
EngUsh  lords,  and  in  a  worse  state  than  that  of  villenage, 
because  still  less  protected  by  the  tribunals  of  justice. 
The  Irish  had  originaUy  stipulated  with  Henry  II.  for  SSiI"e'iri.h' 
the  use  of  their  own  laws.*    They  were  consequently 
held  beyond  the  pale  of  English  justice,  and  regarded  as 
aliens  at  the  best,  sometimes  as  enemies,  in  our  courts.  Thus, 
as  by  the  Brehon  customs  murder  was  only  punished  by  a 
fine,  it  was  not  held  felony  to  kill  one  of  Irish  race,  unless 
he  had  conformed  to  the  English  law.t    Five  septs,  to  which 
the  royal  families  of  Ireland  belonged,  the  names  of  O'Neal, 
O'Connor,  O'Brien,  O'Malachlin,  and  Mac  Murrough,  had 
the  special  immunity  of  being  within  the  protection  of  our 
law,  and  it  was  felony  to  kill  one  of  them.     I  do  not  know 
by  what  means  they  obtained  this  privilege ;  for  some  of 
these  were  certainly  as  far  from  the  king's  obedience  as  any 
in  Ireland,  t     But  besides  these  a  vast  number  of  charters  of 
denization  were  granted  to  particular  persons  of  Irish  descent 
from  the  reign  of  Henry  II.  downwards,  which  gave  them 
and  their  posterity  the  full  birthrights  of  English  subjects  j 

^  Leland,  225.  de  solutione  praedicta  prout  justitia  sua- 
t  Davis,  100.  109.  He  quotes  the  debit.  £t  super  hoc  venit  quidam  Jo- 
following  record  from  an  assize  at  Water-  hannes  le  Poer,  et  dicit  pro  domino  rege, 
ford,  in  the  4th  of  Edward  II.  (1311),  quod  prsdictus  Johannes  filius  Ivor 
which  may  be  extracted,  as  briefly,  illus-  Mac-Gillemory,  et  antecessores  sui  de 
trating  the  state  of  law  in  Ireland  better  cognomine  prasdicto  a  tempore  quo  do- 
than  any  general  positions.  **  Quod  Ro-  minus  Henricus  iilius  imperatricis,  quon- 
bertus  le  Wayleys  rectatus  de  morte  Jo-  dam  dominus  Hibernise,  tritavus  domini 
hannis  filii  Ivor  Mac- Gillemory,  felonic^  regis  nunc,  fuit  in  Hibemia,  legem  An- 
per  ipsum  interfecti,  &c.  Venit  et  bene  glicanam  in  Hibemia  usque  ad  banc  diem 
cognovit  quod  priedictum  Johannem  in-  habere,  et  secundum  ipsam  legem  judi- 
terfecit ;  dicit  tamen  quod  per  ejus  in-  cari  et  deduci  debent. "  We  have  here 
terfectionem  feloniam  coromittere  non  both  the  general  rule,  that  the  death  of 
potuit,  quia  dicit,  quod  praedictus  Johan-  an  Irishman  was  only  punishable  by  a 
nes  fuit  purus  Hibernicus,  et  non  de  composition  to  hLs  lord,  and  the  excep- 
libero  sanguine,  &c.  £t  cum  dominus  tion  in  behalf  of  those  natives  who  had 
dicti  Johannis,  cujus  Hibernicus  idem  conformed  to  the  English  law. 
Johannes  fiiit,  die  quo  interfectus  fuit,  \  Id.  104.  Leland,  82.  It  was  ne- 
solutionem  pro  ipso  Johanne  Hibernico  cessary  to  plead  in  bar  of  an  action,  that 
Buo  sic  interfecto  petere  voluerit,  ipse  the  plaintiff  was  Hibernicus,  et  non  de 
Robertus  paratus  erit  ad  respondendum  quinque  sanguinibus. 

VOL.  II.  L  L 
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nor  does  there  seem  to  have  been  any  difficulty  in  procuring* 
these.  *  It  cannot  be  said»  therefore,  that  the  English  go- 
vernment, or  those  who  represented  it  in  DubUn,  displayed 
any  reluctance  to  emancipate  the  Irish  from  thraldom. 
Whatever  obstruction  might  be  interposed  to  this  was  from 
that  assembly  whose  concurrence  was  necessary  to  every 
general  measure,  the  Anglo-Irish  parliament*  Thus,  in 
1^8,  we  find  the  first  instance  of  an  application  from  the 
community  of  Ireland,  as  it  is  termed,  but  probably  from 
some  small  number  of  septs  dwelling  among  the  colony,  that 
they  might  be  admitted  to  live  by  the  English  law,  and 
ofiering  8000  marks  for  this  favour.  The  letter  of  Edward  L 
to  the  justiciary  of  Ireland  on  this  is  sufficiently  charac- 
teristic both  of  his  wisdom  and  his  rapaciousness.  He  is 
satisfied  of  the  expediency  of  granting  the  request,  provided 
it  can  be  done  with  the  general  consent  of  the  prelates  and 
nobles  of  Ireland  ;  and  directs  the  justiciary,  if  he  can  obtain 
that  concurrence,  to  agree  with  the  petitioners  for  the  highest 
fine  he  can  obtain,  and  for  a  body  of  good  and  stout  soldiers.t 
But  this  necessary  consent  of  the  aristocracy  was  withheld. 
Excuses  were  made  to  evade  the  king's  desire.  It  was 
wholly  incompatible  with  their  systematic  encroachments  on 
their  Irish  neighbours  to  give  them  the  safeguard  of  the 
king's  writ  for  their  possessions.  The  Irish  renewed  their 
supplication  more  than  once,  both  to  Edward  I.  and  Edward 
III. ;  they  found  the  same  readiness  in  the  English  court ; 
they  sunk  at  home  through  the  same  unconquerable  oU- 
garchy.  t  It  is  not  to  be  imagined  that  the  entire  Irishry 
partook  in  this  desire  of  renouncing  their  ancient  customs. 
Besides  the  prejudices  of  nationality,  there  was  a  strong 
inducement  to  preserve  the  Brehon  laws  of  tanistry,  whidi 
suited  better  a  warlike  tribe  than  the  hereditary  succession  of 
England.  But  it  was  the  unequivocal  duty  of  the  legislature 
to  avail  itself  of  every  token  of  voluntary  submission; 
which,  though  beginning  only  with  the  subject  septs  of 
Leinster,  would  gradually  incorporate  the  whole  nation  in  a 
common  bond  of  co-equal  privileges  %vith  their  conquerors. 

*  Davis,  106.     **  If  I  should  collect     They  began  as  earlj  as  the  reign  of 
out  of  the  records  all  the  charters  of  this     Henry  III.     Leland,  225* 
kind,  I  should  make  a  volume  thereof."        f  Leland,  243.  f  Id.  289. 
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Meanwhile,  these  conquerors  were  themselves  brought 
under  a  moral  captivity  of  the  most  disgraceful  na^ 
ture ;  and.  not  as  the  roufi^h  soldier  of  Rome  is  orl^gllth^ 
said  to  have  been  subdued  by  the  art  and  learning  of 
Greece,  the  Anglo-Norman  barons,  that  had  wrested  Ireland 
from  the  native  possessors,  fell  into  their  barbarous  usages, 
and  emulated  the  vices  of  the  vanquished.  This  degeneracy 
of  the  English  settlers  began  very  soon,  and  continued  to 
increase  for  several  ages.  They  intermarried  with  the  Irish ; 
they  connected  themselves  with  them  by  the  national  custom 
of  fostering,  which  formed  an  artificial  relationship  of  the 
strictest  nature  * ;  they  spoke  the  Irish  language ;  they 
affected  the  Irish  dress  and  manner  of  wearing  the  hair  t ; 
they  even  adopted,  in  some  instances,  Irish  surnames ;  they 
harassed  their  tenants  with  every  Irish  exaction  and  ty- 
ranny }  they  administered  Irish  law,  if  any  at  all ;  they 
became  chieftains  rather  than  peers;  and  neither  regarded 
the  king^s  summons  to  his  parliaments,  nor  paid  any  obedi- 
ence to  his  judges,  t     Thus  the  great  family  of  De  Burgh 

*  **  There  were  two  other  customs,  been   challenged,  as  not  indifferent,  by 

proper  and  peculiar  to  the  Irishry,  which,  our  law,  yet  there  was  no  nation  under 

being  the  cause  of  many  strong  combin-  the  sun  that  ever  made  so  religious  an 

ations  and  fitctions,  do  tend  to  the  utter  account  of  it  as  the  Irish.**    Davis,  179. 

ruin  of  a  commonwealth.     The  one  was        f  **  For  that  now  there  is  no  diversity 

fotterinff,    the    other    possipredi     both  in  array  between  the  English  marchers 

which  have  ever  been  of  greater  estima-  and  the  Irish  enemies,  and  so  by  colour 

tion  among  this  people  than  with  any  of  the  English  marchers,  the  Irish  ene- 

other  nation  in  the  christian  world.   For  mies  do  come  from  day  to  day  into  the 

Jbtterinff,  I  did  never  hear  or  read  that  it  English  counties  as   English  marchers, 

was  in.  that  use   or   reputation   in  any  and  do  rob  and  kill  by  the  highways,  and 

other  country,  barbarous  or  civil,  as  it  destroy  the  common  people  by  lodging 

hath  been,  and  yet  is,  in  Ireland,  where  upon  them  in  the  nights,  and  also  do  kill 

they    put   away  all   their   children    to  the  husbands  in  the  nights,  and  do  take 

fosterers ;  the  potent  and  rich  men  sell-  their  goods  to  the  Irish  men ;  wherefore 

ing,  the  meaner  sort  buying,  the  alter-  it  is  ordained  and  agreed,  that  no  manners 

age  and  nursing  of  their  children ;  and  man  that  will  be  taken  for  an  English* 

the  reason  is,  because  in  the  opinion  of  man  shall  have  no  beard  above  his  mouth; 

this  people,  fostering  hath  always  been  a  that  is  to  say,  that  he  have  no  hairs  upon 

stronger  alliance  than  blood ;   and  the  his  upper  lip,   so  that  the  said  lip  be 

foster-children  do  love  and  are  beloved  once  at  least  shaven  every  fortnight,  or  of 

of  their  foster-&thers   and   their  sept,  equal  growth  with  the  nether  lip.      And 

more  than  of  their  own  natural  parents  if  any  roan  be  found  among  the  English 

and  kindred,  and  do  participate  of  their  contrary  hereunto,  that  then  it  shall  be 

means  more  frankly,  and  do  adhere  to  lawful  to  every  man  to  take  them  and 

them  in  all  fortunes,  with  more  affection  their  goods  as  Irish  enemies,  and  to  ran- 

and  constancy.     The  like  may  be  said  of  som  them  as  Irish  enemies.**     Irish  Sta- 

ffOMipred  or  compatemity,  which  though  tutes,  25  H.  6.  c.  4. 

by  the  canon  law  it  be  a  spiritual  affinity,         f  Davis,  152.  182.  Leland,  i.  256,  &c. 

and  a  juror  that  was  gossip  to  either  of  Ware,  ii.  58. 

the  parties  might  in  former  times  have 

LL  2 
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or  Burke,  in  Gonnaught,  fell  off  almost  entirely  from  sub- 
jection ;  nor  was  that  of  the  earls  of  Desmond,  a  younger 
branch  of  the  house  of  Geraldine  or  Fitzgerald,  much  less 
independent  of  the  crown ;  though  by  the  title  it  enjoyed, 
and  the  palatine  franchises  granted  to  it  by  Edward  III.  over 
the  counties  of  Limerick  and  Kerry,  it  seemed  to  keep  up 
more  show  of  English  allegiance. 

The  regular  constitution  of  Ireland  was,  as  I  have  said,  as 
nearly  as  possible  a  counterpart  of  that  established  in  this 
country.  The  administration  was  vested  in  an  English  jus- 
ticiary or  lord  deputy,  assisted  by  a  council  of  judges  and 
principal  officers,  mixed  with  some  prelates  and  barons,  but 
subordinate  to  that  of  England,  wherein  sat  the  immediate 
advisers  of  the  sovereign.  The  courts  of  chancery,  king's 
bench,  common  pleas,  and  exchequer,  w^re  the  same  in  both 
countries ;  but  writs  of  error  lay  from  judgments  given  in 
the  second  of  these  to  the  same  court  in  England.  For  all 
momentous  purposes,  as  to  grant  a  subsidy,  or  enact  a  statute, 
it  was  as  necessary  to  summon  a  parliament  in  the  one  island 
parliament  ^  ^^  ^^  othcr.  Au  Irish  parliament  originally,  like 
of  Ireland.  ^^  Euglish  ouc,  was  but  a  more  numerous  council, 
to  which  the  more  distant  as  well  as  the  neighbouring  barons 
were  summoned,  whose  consent,  though  dispensed  with  in 
ordinary  acts  of  state,  was  both  the  pledge  and  the  condition 
of  their  obedience  to  legislative  provisions.  Not  long  after 
1^95 y  the  sheriff  of  each  county  and  liberty  is  directed  to 
return  two  knights  to  a  parliament  held  by  Wogan,  an  active 
and  able  deputy.*  The  date  of  the  admission  of  burgesses 
cannot  be  fixed  with  precision ;  but  it  was  probably  not 
earlier  than  the  reign  of  Edward  III.  They  appear  in  134«1 ; 
and  the  earl  of  Desmond  summoned  many  deputies  from 
corporations  to  his  rebel  convention  held  at  Kalkenny  in  the 
next  year.t  The  commons  are  mentioned  as  an  essential 
part  of  parliament  in  an  ordinance  of  1359 ;  before  which 
time,   in   the  opinion  of  lord  Coke,   **the  conventions  in 


*  Leiand,  253.     [The  precise  year  \a  liament  as  early  as  48  H.  3.  (1S64). 

not  mentioned,  but  Wogan  became  de-  Usher  makes  a  distinction  between  small 

puty  in  1295.     Archbishop  Usher,  how-  and  great  parliaments,  calling  the  former 

ever,   (in    Collectanea   Curiosa,   vol.   i.  rather /Nir/ies. — 1845.] 
p.  36.)  says  that  there  had  been  a  par-         f  ^^^'^  ^^^  of  Ireland,  117.  ISa 


Ibbland.]  from    henry  VII.    TO    GEORGE  II.  517 

Ireland  were  not  so  much  parliaments  as  assemblies  of  great 
men."*  This,  as  appears,  is  not  strictly  correct;  but  in 
substance  they  were  perhaps  little  else  long  afterwards. 

The  earliest  statutes  on  record  are  of  the  year  1310 ;  and 
from  that  year  they  are  lost  till  1429,  though  we  know  many 
parliaments  to  have  been  held  in  the  mean  time,  and  are 
acquainted  by  other  means  with  their  provisions.  Those  of 
1310  bear  witness  to  the  degeneracy  of  the  English  lords, 
and  to  the  laudable  zeal  of  a  feeble  government  for  the  re- 
formation of  their  abuses.  They  begin  with  an  act  to  restrain 
great  lords  from  taking  of  prises,  lodging,  and  sojourning 
with  the  people  of  the  country  against  their  will.  "  It  is 
agreed  and  assented,"  the  act  proceeds,  "  that  no  such  prises 
shall  be  henceforth  made  without  ready  payment  and  agree- 
ment, and  that  none  shall  harbour  or  sojourn  at  the  house  of 
any  other  by  such  malice  against  the  consent  of  him  which  is 
owner  of  the  house  to  destroy  his  goods  ;  and,  if  any  shall 
do  the  same,  such  prises,  and  such  manner  of  destruction, 
shall  be  holden  for  open  robbery,  and  the  king  shall  have  the 
suit  thereof,  if  others  will  not,  nor  dare  not  sue.  It  is  agreed 
also,  that  none  shall  keep  idle  people  nor  kearn  (foot-soldiers) 
in  time  of  peace  to  live  upon  the  poor  of  the  country,  but  that 
those  which  will  have  them,  shdil  keep  them  at  their  own 
charges,  so  that  their  free  tenants,  nor  farmers,  nor  other 
tenants,  be  not'  charged  with  them."  The  statute  proceeds 
to  restrain  great  lords  or  others,  except  such  as  have  royal 
franchises,  from  giving  protections,  which  they  used  to  compel 
the  people  to  purchase ;  and  directs  that  tliere  shall  be  com- 
missions of  assize  and  gaol  delivery  through  all  the  counties 
of  Ireland.t 

These  regulations  exhibit  a  picture  of  Irish  miseries.  The 
barbarous  practices  of  coshering  and  bonaght,  the  latter  of 
which  was  generally  known  in  later  times  by  the  name  of 
coyne  and  livery,  had  been  borrowed  from  those  native  chief- 
tains whom  our  modern  Hibernians  sometimes  hold  forth  as 
the  paternal  benefactors  of  their  country,  t     It  was  the  crime 

*  Id.    125.   129.     Leland,  SI 3.     [It  mayors,     rather    than     representatives, 

may  be  probably  thought,  that  the  ma-  Usher,  ibid. — 1845.] 

jores  civitatum  regaliuro,   whom    Des-  f  Irish  Statutes, 

mond    summoned     to    Kilkenny,  were  \  Davis,    174.     189.     Leiand,    281. 

L  L   3 
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of  the  Geraldines  and  the  De  Courcys  to  have  retrograded 
from  the  comparative  humanity  and  justice  of  England,  not 
to  have  deprived  the  people  of  freedom  and  happiness  they 
had  never  known.  These  degenerate  English,  an  epithet  by 
which  they  are  always  distinguished,  paid  no  regard  to  the 
statutes  of  a  parliament  which  they  had  disdained  to  attend, 
and  which  could  not  render  itself  feared.  We  find  many 
similar  laws  in  the  fifteenth  century,  after  the  interval  which 
I  have  noticed  in  the  printed  records.  And,  in  the  interven- 
ing period,  a  parliament  held  by  Lionel  duke  of  Clarence, 
second  son  of  Edward  III.,  at  Kilkenny,  in  1367>  the  most 
numerous  assembly  that  had  ever  met  in  Ireland,  was  pre- 
vailed upon  to  pass  a  very  severe  statute  against  the  insubordi- 
nate and  degenerate  colonists.  It  recites  that  the  English  of 
the  realm  of  Ireland  were  become  mere  Irish  in  their  lan- 
guage, names,  apparel,  and  manner  of  living,  that  they  had  re- 
jected the^English  law*s,  and  allied  themselves  by  intermarriage 
with  the  Irish.  It  prohibits,  under  the  penalties  of  high  trea- 
son, or  at  least  of  forfeiture  of  lands,  all  these  approxima- 
tions to  the  native  inhabitants,  as  well  as  the  connexions  of 
fostering  and  gossipred.  The  English  are  restrained  from 
permitting  the  Irish  to  graze  their  lands,  from  presenting 
them  to  benefices,  or  receiving  them  into  religious  houses, 
and  from  entertaining  their  bards.  On  the  other  hand,  they 
are  forbidden  to  make  war  upon  their  Irish  neighbours  with- 
out the  authority  of  the  state.  And,  to  enforce  better  these 
provisions,  the  king's  sherifis  are  empowered  to  enter  all  fran- 
chises for  the  apprehension  of  felons  or  traitors.* 

This  statute,  like  all  others  passed  in  Ireland,  so 
DiMrdcrly  far  from  pretending  to  bind  the  Irish,  regarded 
the  utand.    them  uot  ouly  as  out  of  the  king's  allegiance,  but 


Maurice  Fitz-Thomas,  earl  of  Desmond,  About  this  time   Edward  III.  endea* 

was  the  first  of  the  English,  according  to  voured  to  supersede  the  domestic  l^ps- 

Ware,  ii.  76.,  who  imposed  the  exaction  lature  by  causing  the  Anglo- Irish   to 

of  coyne  and  livery.  attend  his  parliament  at  Westminster; 

*  Irish  Statutes.  Davis,  202.  Cox.  Le-  and  succeeded  so  far,  that  in  1S75  not 

land.   [The  statute  of  Kilkenny,  though  only  prelates  and  peers,  but  proctors  of  the 

Leiand,  i.  329.,  says  that  Edward  was  clergy,  knights,  and  even  burgesses  from 

obliged  to  relax  it  in  some  particulars,  as  nine  towns,  actually  sat  there.    But  this 

incapable  of  being  enforced,  restored  the  was  too  much  against  the  temper  of  the 

English  government  for  a  time,  if  we  may  Irish  to   be  repeated.     Leiand,  L  327. 

believe  Davis,  p.  222.,  so  that  it  did  not  363. — 1845.] 
fall  back  again  till  the  war  of  the  Roses, 
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as  perpetually  hostile  to  his  government.  They  were  ge- 
nerally denominated  the  Irish  enemy.  This  doubtless  was 
not  according  to  the  policy  of  Henry  II.»  nor  of  the  English 
government  a  considerable  time  after  his  reign.  Nor  can  it 
be  said  to  be  the  fact,  though  from  some  confusion  of  times 
the  assertion  is  often  made,  that  the  island  was  not  subject,  in 
a  general  sense,  to  that  prince  and  to  the  three  next  kings  of 
England.  The  English  were  settled  in  every  province  ;  an 
imperfect  division  of  counties  and  administration  of  justice 
subsisted ;  and  even  the  Irish  chieftains,  though  ruling  their 
septs  by  the  Brehon  law,  do  not  appear  in  that  period  to 
have  refused  the  acknowledgment  of  the  king's  sovereignty. 
But  compelled  to  defend  their  lands  against  perpetual  ag- 
gression, they  justly  renounced  all  allegiance  to  a  govern- 
ment which  could  not  redeem  the  original  wrong  of  its 
usurpation  by  the  benefits  of  protection.  They  be-  xhe  iriih 
came  gradually  stronger ;  they  regained  part  of  their  o^their^'^ 
lost  territories ;  and  after  the  era  of  1315,  when  *«'**^'^«^ 
Edward  Bruce  invaded  the  kingdom  with  a  Scots  army,  and, 
though  ultimately  defeated,  threw  the  government  into  a  dis- 
order from  which  it  never  recovered,  their  progress  was  so 
rapid,  that  in  the  space  of  thirty  or  forty  years,  the  northern 
provinces,  and  even  part  of  the  southern,  were  entirely  lost 
to  the  crown  of  England.* 

It  is  unnecessary  in  so  brief  a  sketch  to  follow  the  un- 
profitable annals  of  Ireland  in  the  fourteenth  and  fifteenth 
centuries.  Amidst  the  usual  variations  of  war,  the  English 
interests  were  continually  losing  ground.  Once  only  Rich- 
ard II.  appeared  with  a  very  powerful  army,  and  the  princes 
of  Ireland  crowded  round  his  throne  to  ofier  homage.t  But, 
upon  his  leaving  the  kingdom,  they  returned  of  course  to 
their  former  independence  and  hostility.  The  long  civil 
wars  of  England  in  the  next  century  consummated  the  ruin 
of  its  power  over  the  sister  island.  The  Irish  possessed  all 
Ulster,  and  shared  G)nnaught  with  the  degenerate  Burkes. 
The  sept  of  O'Brien  held  their  own  district  of  Thomond, 

*  Leland,  L  878.  296.  S24.     Davis,  serenty- five  in  number;  but  the  insolence 

1 52.  197.  of  the  courtiers,  who  ridiculed  an  unusual 

f  Leland,  342.     The  native  chieftains  dress  and  appearance,  disgusted  them, 
who  came  to  Dublin  are  said  to  have  been 

i<  L   4 
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now  the  county  of  Clare.  A  considerable  part  of  Leinster 
was  occupied  by  other  independent  tribes ;  while,  in  the 
south,  the  earls  of  Desmond,  lords  either  by  property  or  ter- 
ritorial jurisdiction  of  the  counties  of  Kerry  and  Limerick, 
and  in  some  measure  those  of  Cork  and  Waterford,  united 
the  turbulence  of  English  barons  with  the  savage  manners 
of  Irish  chieftains ;  ready  to  assume  either  character  as  best 
suited  their  rapacity  and  ambition  ;  reckless  of  the  king's 
laws  or  his  commands,  but  not  venturing,  nor,  upon  the 
whole  probably,  wishing  to  cast  off  the  name  of  his  subjects.* 
The  elder  branch  of  their  house,  the  earls  of  Kildare,  and 
another  illustrious  family,  the  Butlers  earls  of  Ormond,  were 
apparently  more  steady  in  their  obedience  to  the  crown  ;  yet, 
in  the  great  franchises  of  the  latter,  comprising  the  counties 
of  Kilkenny  and  Tipperary,  the  king's  writ  had  no  course ; 
nor  did  he  exercise  any  civil  or  military  authority  but  by 

the  permission  of  this  mi^fhty  peer.t  Thus  in  the 
confined  to     rcigu  of  Hcury  VIL,  when  the  English  authority 

over  Ireland  had  reached  its  lowest  point,  it  was, 
with  the  exception  of  a  very  few  sea-ports,  to  all  intents  con- 
fined to  the  four  counties  of  the  English  pale,  a  name  not 
older  perhaps  than  the  preceding  century ;  those  of  Dublin, 
Louth,  Kildare,  and  Meath,  the  latter  of  which  at  that  time 
included  West  Meath.  But  even  in  these  there  were  exten- 
sive marches,  or  frontier  districts,  the  inhabitants  of  which 
were  hardly  distinguishable  from  the  Irish,  and  paid  them  a 
tribute  called  black-rent ;  so  that  the  real  supremacy  of  the 
English  laws  was  not  probably  established  beyond  the  two 
first  of  these  counties,  from  Dublin  to  Dundalk  on  the  coast, 
and  for  about  thirty  miles  inland.^     From  this  time,  however, 

*  [It  appears  by  the  rates  paid  to  a  English   pale»    within   the   counties  of 

subsidy  granted  in   1420,  that  most  of  Dublin  and  Meath,  and  Uriel  [Louth], 

Leinster,  with  a  small  part  of  Munster,  which  pass  not  thirty  or  forty  miles  in 

still  contributed.  Cox,  152. — 1845.]  compass.**     He  afterwards  includes  Kil- 

f  Davis,  193.  dare.     Tlie   English  were  also  expelled 

i  Leland,  ii.  822.  et  post.      Davis,  from  Munster,  except  the  walled  towns, 

199.  229.  236.     Holingshed's  Chronicles  The  king  had  no  profit  out  of  Ulster, 

of  Ireland,  p.  4.    Finglas,  a  baron  of  the  but  the  manor  of  Carlingford,  nor  any  in 

exchequer  in  the  reign  of  Henry  VI 1 1.,  Connaught.   This  treatise,  written  about 

in  his  Breviate  of  Ireland,  from  which  1530,  is  printed  in  Harris's  Hibemica. 

Davis  has  taken  great  part  of  his  ma-  The  proofs  that,  in  this  age,  the  English 

terials,  says  expressly,  that,  by  the  dis-  law  and  government  were  confined  to  the 

obedience  of  the  Geraldines  and  Butlers,  four  shires,  are  abundant.     It  is  even 

and  their,  Irish  connexions,  *'  the  whole  mentioned  in  a  statute,  13  H.  8.  c.  2. 
land  is  now  of  Irish  rule^  except  the  little 


ImlandJ  from    henry  VII.    TO    GEORGE  II.  521 

we  are  to  date  its  gradual  recovery.  The  more  steady  coun- 
cils and  firmer  prerogative  of  the  Tudor  kings  left  little 
chance  of  escape  from  their  authority  either  for  rebellious 
peers  of  English  race,  or  the  barbarous  chieftains  of  Ireland. 

I  must  pause  at  this  place  to  observe  that  we  shall  hardly 
find  in  the  foregoing  sketch  of  Irish  history,  during  the 
period  of  the  Plantagenet  dynasty  (nor  am  I  conscious  of 
having  concealed  any  thing  essential),  that  systematic  oppres- 
sion and  misrule  which  is  every  day  imputed  to  the  English 
nation  and  its  government.  The  policy  of  our  kings  appears 
to  have  generally  been  wise  and  beneficent ;  but  it  is  duly  to 
be  remembered  that  those  very  limitations  of  their  prerogative 
which  constitute  liberty,  must  occasionally  obstruct  the  execu- 
tion of  the  best  purposes ;  and  that  the  co-ordinate  powers  of 
parliament,  so  justly  our  boast,  may  readily  become  the  screen 
of  private  tyranny  and  inveterate  abuse.  This  incapacity  of 
doing  good  as  well  as  harm  has  produced,  comparatively 
speaking,  little  mischief  in  Great  Britain  ;  where  die  aristo- 
cratical  element  of  the  constitution  is  neither  so  predominant, 
nor  so  much  in  opposition  to  the  general  interest  as  it  may 
be  deemed  to  have  been  in  Ireland.  But  it  is  manifestly 
absurd  to  charge  the  Edwards  and  Henrys,  or  those  to 
whom  their  authority  was  delegated  at  Dublin,  with  the 
crimes  they  vainly  endeavoured  to  chastise,  much  more  to 
erect  either  the  wild  barbarians  of  the  north,  the  O'Neals 
and  O'Connors,  or  the  degenerate  houses  of  Burke  and 
Fitzgerald,  into  patriot  assertors  of  their  country's  welfare. 
The  laws  and  liberties  of  England  were  the  best  inheritance 
to  which  Ireland  could  attain ;  the  sovereignty  of  the 
English  crown  her  only  shield  against  native  or  foreign 
tjrranny.  It  was  her  calamity  that  these  advantages  were 
long  withheld;  but  the  blame  can  never  fall  upon  the  go- 
vernment of  this  island. 

In  the  contest  between  the  houses  of  York  and  Lancaster, 
most  of  the  English  colbny  in  Ireland  had  attached  them- 
selves to  the  fortunes  of  the  White  Rose ;  they  even  espoused 
the  two  pretenders,  who  put  in  jeopardy  the  crown  of 
Henry  VII. ;  and  thus  became  of  course  obnoxious  to  his 
jealousy,  though  he  was  politic  enough  to  forgive  in  appear- 
ance their  disafiection.     But,  as  Ireland  had  for  a  considerable 
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« 

time  rather  served  the  purposes  of  rebellious  invaders,  than 
of  the  English  monarchy,  it  was  necessary  to  make  her 
subjection,  at  least  so  far  as  the  settlers  of  the  pale  were 
concerned,  more  than  a  word.  This  produced  the  fSsunous 
poyning*!  statutc  of  Droghcda,  in  1495,  known  by  the  name 
^^'  of  Poyning's  law,  from  the  lord  deputj^  tfarough 

whose  vigour  and  prudence  it  was  enacted.  It  contains  a 
variety  of  provisions  to  restrain  the  lawlessness  of  the  Anglo- 
Irish  within  the  pale  (for  to  no  others  could  it  immediately 
extend),  and  to  confirm  the  royal  sovereignty.  All  private 
hostilities  without  the  deputy's  licence  were  declared  iUegal ; 
but  to  excite  the  Irish  to  war  was  made  high  treason.  Mur- 
ders  were  to  be  prosecuted  according  to  law,  and  not  in  the 
manner  of  the  natives,  by  pillaging,  or  exacting  a  fine  from 
the  sept  of  the  slayer.  The  citizens  or  freemen  of  towns 
were  prohibited  from  receiving  wages  or  becoming  retainers 
of  lords  and  gentlemen  ;  and,  to  prevent  the  ascendancy  of 
the  latter  class,  none  who  had  not  served  apprenticeships 
were  to  be  admitted  as  aldermen  or  freemen  of  corporations. 
The  requisitions  of  coin  and  livery,  which  had  subsisted  in 
spite  of  the  statutes  of  Kilkenny,  were  again  forbidden,  and 
those  statutes  were  renewed  and  confirmed.  The  principal 
officers  of  state  and  the  judges  were  to  hold  their  patents 
during  pleasure,  *^  because  of  the  great  inconveniences  thai 
had  followed  from  their  being  for  term  of  life,  to  the  king^s 
grievous  displeasure.''  A  still  more  important  provision,  in 
its  permanent  consequence,  was  made,  by  enacting  that  all 
statutes  lately  made  in  England  be  deemed  good  and  effec- 
tual in  Ireland.*  It  has  been  remarked  that  the  same  had 
been  done  by  an  Irish  act  of  Edward  IV.  Some  question 
might  also  be  made,  whether  the  word  "lately"  was  not 
intended  to  limit  this  acceptation  of  English  law.  But  in 
effect  this  enactment  has  made  an  epoch  in  Irish  jurisprn- 

*  [It  had  been  common  to  extend  the  III.,  a  question  was  debated  in  the  cx- 

operation  of  English  statutes  to  Ireland,  chequer  chamber,  **  Si  ylWas  corporatae  in 

even  when  not  particularly  named,    if  Hibiernia  et  alii  habitantes  in  Hibenua 

the  judges  thought  that  the  subject  was  erunt    ligati    per  statutum   factum    in 

sufficiently  general  to  require  it ;  as  in  Anglia.**     And  this  was  resolved  affirm- 

the  statute  of  Merchants,  IS  £.  1. ;  the  atively  by  a  migority   of  the   English 

statute  Westminster  2.   the  same  year,  judges;  though  some  differed.     Usher 

and  many  others  under  Edw.  1 1,  and  in   Collectanea  Curiosa,   p.  29. ;    citing 

Edw.  1 1 1,     But  in  the  reign  of  Richard  Fitxherbert  and  Broke.—!  845.  ] 
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dence ;  all  statutes  made  in  England  prior  to  the  eighteenth 
year  of  Henry  VII.  being  held  equally  valid  in  Ireland, 
while  none  of  later  date  have  any  operation,  unless  specially 
adopted  by  its  parliament ;  so  that  die  law  of  the  two  coun- 
tries has  begun  to  diverge  from  that  time,  and  after  three 
centuries  has  been  in  several  respects  differently  modified. 

But  even  these  articles  of  Poyning's  law  are  less  momen- 
tous than  one  by  which  it  is  peculiarly  known.  It  is  enacted 
that  no  parliament  shall  in  future  be  holden  in  Ireland,  till 
the  king's  lieutenant  shall  certify  to  the  king,  under  the  great 
seal,  the  causes  and  considerations,  and  all  such  acts  as  it 
seems  to  them  ought  to  be  passed  thereon,  and  such  be 
affirmed  by  the  king  and  his  council,  and  his  licence  to  hold 
a  parliament  be  obtained.  Any  parliament  holden  contrary 
to  this  form  and  provision  should  be  deemed  void.  Thus 
by  securing  the  initiative  power  to  the  English  council,  a 
bridle  was  placed  in  the  mouths  of  every  Irish  parliament. 
It  is  probable  also  that  it  was  designed  as  a  check  on  the 
lord-deputies,  sometimes  powerful  Irish  nobles,  whom  it  was 
dangerous  not  to  employ,  but  still  more  dangerous  to  trust. 
Whatever  might  be  its  motives,  it  proved  in  course  of  time 
the  great  means  of  preserving  the  subordination  of  an  island, 
which,  from  the  similarity  of  constitution,  and  the  high  spirit 
of  its  inhabitants,  was  constantly  panting  for  an  independence 
which  her  more  powerful  neighbour  neither  desired  nor  dared 
to  concede.* 

No  subjects  of  the  crown  in  Ireland  enjoyed  such  influence 
at  this  time  as  the  earls  of  Kildare  ;  whose  posses-  jto^^,,  .„. 
sions  lying  chiefly  within  the  pale,  they  did   not  I^JJI'SoSct 
affect  an  ostensible  independence,  but  generally  kept  ^^^"'y^"^- 
in  their  hands  the  chief  authority  of  government,  though  it 
was  the  policy  of  the  English  court,  in  its  state  of  weakness, 
to  balance  them   in  some  measure   by  the  rival  family  of 
Butler.     But  the  self-confidence  with  which  this  exaltation 
inspired  the  chief  of  the  former  house  laid  him  open  to  the 
vengeance  of  Henry  VIII. ;  he  affected,  while  lord-deputy,  to 
be  surrounded  by  Irish  lords,  to  assume  their  wild  manners, 
and  to  intermarry  his  daughters  with  their  race.     The  coun- 

•  Irish  statutes.     Da^is,  230.     Lelaod,  ii.  103. 
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cillors  of  English  birth  or  origin  dreaded  this  suspicious  ap- 
proximation to  their  hereditary  enemies ;  and  Kildare,  on  their 
complaint,  was  compelled  to  obey  his  sovereign's  order  by 
repairing  to  London.  He  was  committed  to  the  Tower ;  on 
a  premature  report  that  he  had  suffered  death,  his  son,  a 
young  man  to  whom  he  had  delegated  the  administration, 
took  up  arms  under  the  rash  impulse  of  resentment ;  the  pri- 
mate was  murdered  by  his  wild  followers,  but  the  citizens  of 
Dublin  and  the  reinforcements  sent  from  England  suppressed 
this  hasty  rebellion,  and  its  leader  was  sent  a  prisoner  to  Lon- 
don. Five  of  his  uncles,  some  of  them  not  concerned  in  the 
treason,  perished  with  him  on  the  scaffold ;  his  father  had  been 
more  fortunate  in  a  natural  death  ;  one  sole  surviving  child  of 
twelve  years  old,  who  escaped  to  Flanders,  became  after- 
wards the  stock  from  which  the  great  family  of  the  Geral- 
dines  was  restored.* 

The  chieftains  of  Ireland  were  justly  attentive  to  the  stem 
and  systematic  despotism  which  began  to  characterise  the 
English  government,  displayed,  as  it  thus  was,  in  the  destruc- 
tion of  an  ancient  and  lojral  house.  But  their  intimidation 
produced  contrary  effects ;  they  became  more  ready  to  profess 
allegiance  and  to  put  on  the  exterior  badges  of  submission ; 
but  more  jealous  of  the  crown  in  their  hearts,  more  resolute 
to  preserve  their  independence,  and  to  withstand  any  change 
of  laws.  Thus,  in  the  latter  years  of  Henry,  after  the 
northern  Irish  had  been  beaten  by  an  able  deputy,  lord 
Leonard  Grey,  and  the  lordship  of  Ireland,  the  title  hitherto 
borne  by  the  successors  of  Henry  II.,  had  been  raised  by  act 
of  parliament  to  the  dignity  of  a  kingdomt,  the  native 
chiefs  came  in  and  submitted  ;  the  earl  of  Desmond,  almost 
as  independent  as  any  .of  the  natives,  attended  parliament, 
from  which  his  ancestors  had  for  some  ages  claimed  a  dispen- 
sation ;  several  peerages  were  conferred,  some  of  them  on 
tile  old  Irish  families  ;  fresh  laws  were  about  the  same  time 
enacted  to  establish  the  English  dress  and  language  and  to 
keep  the  colonists  apart  from  Irish  intercourse  t;  and  after  a 

*   Lei  and.  tering  with  the  Irish  ;  which  had  indeed 
j-  Irish  Statutes,  33  H.  8.  c.  1.  been  previously  restrained  bj  other  sta- 
\   Ibid.     28   H.   8.    c.  15.   28.     The  tutes.     In  one  passed  five  years  after- 
latter  act  prohibits  intermarriage  or  fos-  wards,  it   is  recited   that   **  the   king^ 
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disuse  of  two  hundred  years,  the  authority  of  government 
was  nominally  recognised  throughout  Munster  and  Con- 
naught.*  Yet  we  find  that  these  provinces  were  still  in 
nearly  the  same  condition  as  before  ;  the  king's  judges  did  not 
administer  justice  in  them,  the  old  Brehon  usages  continued  to 
prevail  even  in  the  territories  of  the  new  peers,  though  their 
primogenitary  succession  was  evidently  incompatible  with  Irish 
tanistry.  A  rebeUion  of  two  septs  in  Leinster  under  Edward 
y  I.  led  to  a  more  complete  reduction  of  their  districts,  called 
Leix  and  OTally,  which  in  the  next  reign  were  made  shire- 
land,  by  the  names  of  King's  and  Queen's  county,  t  But, 
at  the  accession  of  Elizabeth,  it  was  manifest  that  an  arduous 
struggle  would  ensue  between  law  and  liberty ;  the  one  too 
nearly  allied  to  cool-blooded  oppression,  the  other  to  ferocious 
l)arbarism. 

It  may  be  presumed,  as  has  been  already  said,  from  the 
analogy  of  other  countries,  that  Ireland,  if  left  to  herself, 
would  have  settled  in  time  under  some  one  line  of  kings,  and 
assumed,  like  Scotland,  much  of  the  feudal  character,  the 
best  transitional  state  of  a  monarchy  from  rudeness  and 
anarchy  to  civilization.  And,  if  the  right  of  female  succes- 
sion had  been  established,  it  might  possibly  have  been  united 
to  the  English  crown  on  a  juster  footing,  and  with  far  less  of 
oppression  or  bloodshed  than  actually  took  place.  But  it  was 
too  late  to  dream  of  what  might  have  been  :  in  the  middle  of 
the  sixteenth  century  Ireland  could  have  no  reasonable  pro- 
spect of  independence  ;  nor  could  that  independence  have 
been  any  other  than  the  most  savage  liberty,  perhaps  another 
denomination  of  servitude.    It  was  doubtless  for  the  interest  of 


English  subjects,  by  reason  that  they  are  *  Leland,  ii.  178.  184. 

inhabited  in  so  little  compass  or  circuit,  f  Leland,  ii.  189.  21 1.     3  &  4  P.  and 

and  restrained  by  statute  to  marry  with  M.  c.  1.  and  2.   Meath  had  been  divided 

the  Irish  nation,  and  therefore  of  neces-  into  two  shires,  by  separating  the  western 

sity  must  marry  themselves  together,  so  part.     34  H.  8.   c.  I.     "  Forasmuch  as 

that  in  effect  they  all  for  the  most  part  the  shire  of  Methe  is  great  and  large 

must  be  allied  together  ;  and  therefore  it  in   circuit,  and    the  west    part  thereof 

is  enacted,  that  consanguinity  or  affinity  laid  about  or  beset  with   divers  of  the 

beyond   the   fourth    degree  shall  be  no  king's   rebels."      Baron    Finglas    says, 

cause  of  challenge  on  a  jury.**     33  H.  8.  "Half    Meath    has    not     obeyed    the 

c.  4.     These  laws  were  for  many  years  king's  laws  these  one  hundred  years  or 

of  little  avail,  so  far  at  least  as  they  were  more."      Breviate     of    Ireland,     apud 

meant  to  extend  beyond  the  pale.    Spen-  Harris,  p.  85. 
ser's  State  of  Irelandi  p.  384.  et  post 
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that  people  to  seek  the  English  constitodon,  whidi,  at  least 
in  theory,  was  entirely  accorded  to  their  country,  and  to 
press  with  spontaneous  homage  round  the  throne  of  fHiza- 
beth.  But  diis  was  not  the  interest  of  their  ambitious  diief- 
tains,  whether  of  Irish  or  EngUsh  descent,  of  a  Slanes 
O'Neil,  an  earl  of  Tyrone,  an  earl  of  Desmond.  Hieir 
influence  was  irresistible  among  a  nation  ardently  sensible  to 
the  attachments  of  clanship,  averse  to  innovation,  and  accus- 
tomed to  dread  and  hate  a  government  that  was  chiefly 
known  by  its  severities.  But  the  unhappy  alienation  of  Ire- 
land from  its  allegiance  in  part  of  the  queen's  reign  would 
probably  not  have  been  so  complete,  or  at  least  led  to  audi 
permanent  misdiiefs,  if  the  ancient  national  animosities  had 
not  been  exasperated  by  the  still  more  invincible  prejudices  of 
religion. 

Henry  VIII.  had  no  sooner  prevailed  on  the  lords  and 
Retutance  coiumons  of  England  to  renounce  their  spiritual 
^^^  w^  obedience  to  the  Roman  see,  and  to  acknowledge  his 
2°^'  own  supremacy,  than,  as  a  natural  consequence,  he 
proceeded  to  establish  it  in  Ireland.  In  the  former  instance, 
many  of  his  subjects,  and  even  his  clergy,  were  secretly  at- 
tached to  the  principles  of  the  reformation  ;  as  many  others 
were  jealous  of  ecclesiastical  wealth,  or  eager  to  possess  it 
But  in  Ireland  the  reformers  had  made  no  progress ;  it  had 
been  among  the  effects  of  the  pernicious  separation  of  the  two 
races,  that  the  Irish  priests  had  little  intercourse  with  their 
bishops,  who  were  nominated  by  the  king,  so  that  their 
synods  are  commonly  recited  to  have  been  holden  inter 
Anglicos  ;  the  bishops  themselves  were  sometimes  intruded 
by  violence,  more  often  dispossessed  by  it ;  a  total  ignorance 
and  neglect  prevailed  in  the  church ;  and  it  is  even  found  im- 

Jossible  to  recover  the  succession  of  names  in  some  sees.* 
n  a  nation  so  ill  predisposed,  it  was  difficult  to  bring  about 
a  compliance  with  the  king's  demand  of  abjuring  their  re- 
ligion ;  ignorant,  but  not  indifferent,  the  clergy,  with  Cromer 
the  primate  at  their  head,  and  most  of  the  lords  and  com- 
mons, in  a  parliament  held  at  Dublin  in  1536,  resisted  the 
act  of  supremacy ;  which  was  nevertheless  ultimately  carried 

*  Leland,  ii.  158. 
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by  the  force  of  government.*  Its  enemies  continued  to  with- 
stand the  new  schemes  of  reformation,  more  especially  in  the 
next  reign,  when  they  went  altogether  to  subvert  the  ancient 
faith.  As  it  appeared  dangerous  to  summon  a  parliament, 
the  English  liturgy  was  ordered  by  a  royal  proclamation ;  but 
Dowdall,  the  new  primate,  as  stubborn  an  adherent  of  the 
Romish  church  as  his  predecessor,  with  most  of  the  other 
bishops  and  clergy,  refused  obedience ;  and  the  reformation 
was  never  legally  established  in  the  short  reign  of  Edward.t 
His  eldest  sister's  accession  reversed  of  course  what  had  been 
done,  and  restored  tranquillity  in  ecclesiastical  matters ;  for 
the  protestants  were  too  few  to  be  worth  persecution,  nor 
were  even  those  molested  who  fled  to  Ireland  from  the  fires 
of  Smithfield. 

Another  scene  of  revolution  ensued  in  a  very  few  years. 
Elizabeth,  having  fixed  the  protestant  church  on  a  prote«tant 
stable  basis  in  England,  sent  over  the  earl  of  Sussex  bikh^  bT' 
to  hold  an  Irish  parliament  in  1560.  The  dispo-  ^*"^"'* 
sition  of  such  an  assembly  might  be  presumed  hostile  to  the 
projected  reformations ;  but,  contrary  to  what  had  occurred  on 
this  side  of  the  channel,  though  the  peers  were  almost  uni- 
formly for  the  old  religion,  a  large  majority  of  the  bishops 
are  said  to  have  veered  round  with  the  times,  and  supported, 
at  least  by  conformity  and  acquiescence,  the  creed  of  the 
English  court.  In  the  house  of  commons,  pains  had  been 
taken  to  secure  a  majority  ;  ten  only  out  of  twenty  counties, 
which  had  at  that  time  been  formed,  received  the  writ  of 

*  [I^and»  it  165.  An  act  in  this  can  be  enacted  at  any  parliament  within 
year,  reciting  that  '<  proctors  of  the  this  land."  Irish  Statutes,  28  H.  8. 
elergy  have  been  used  and  accustomed  c.  12.  This  is  followed  by  c.  IS.,  enact- 
to  be  summoned  and  warned  to  be  at  ing  the  oath  of  supremacy ;  the  refusal 
parliament)  which  were  never  by  the  of  which,  by  any  person  holding  an  office 
order  of  the  law,  usage,  custom,  or  temporal  or  spiritual,  is  made  treason, 
otherwise,  any  member  or  parcel  of  the  See  Gilbert's  Treatise  of  the  Exchequer* 
whole  body  of  the  parliament,  nor  have  p.  5K,  for  the  proctors  of  the  clergy  as- 
had  of  right  any  w>ice  or  suffhige  in  the  sisting  in  parliament — 1845.] 
same,  but  only  to  be  there  as  councillors  f  [The  famous  Bali  was  made  bishop 
and  assistants  to  the  same,**  and  proceed-  of  Ossory,  and  insisted  on  being  conse- 
ing  to  admit,  that  these  proctors  "  have  crated  according  to  the  protestant  form, 
usually  been  privy  and  consulted  about  though  not  established.  He  lived  in  a 
laws,'*  asserts  and  enacts,  that  they  have  perpetual  state  of  annoyance,  brought  on 
no  right,  as  they  **  temerariously  pre-  in  great  measure  by  his  rash  zeal.  Le- 
sume,  and  usurpedly  take  on  themselves,  land,  ii.  202.  At  the  accession  of  Mary, 
to  be  parcel  of  the  body,  in  manner  claim-  those  of  the  clergy  who  had  taken  wives 
ing,   that  without  their  assents  nothing  were  ejected,  207. — 1845.] 
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summons ;  and  the  number  of  seventy-six  representatives  of 
the  Anglo-Irish  people  was  made  up  by  the  towns,  many  of 
them  under  the  influence  of  the  crown,  some  perhaps  contain- 
ing a  mixture  of  protestant  population.  The  English  laws 
of  supremacy  and  uniformity  were  enacted  in  nearly  the  same 
words ;  and  thus  the  common  prayer  was  at  once  set  up 
instead  of  the  mass,  but  with  a  singular  reservation,  diat  in 
those  parts  of  the  country  where  the  minister  had  no  know- 
ledge of  the  English  language,  he  might  read  the  service  in 
Latin*  All  subjects  were  bound  to  attend  the  public  worship 
of  the  church,  and  every  other  was  interdicted.* 

There  were  doubtless  three  arguments  in  favour  of  this 
compulsory  establishment  of  the  protestant  church,  which  must 
have  appeared  so  conclusive  to  Elizabeth  and  her  council,  that 
no  one  in  that  age  could  have  disputed  them  without  iiicur- 
ringy  among  other  hazards,  that  of  being  accounted  a  lover 
of  unreasonable  paradoxes.     The  first  was,  that  the  protestant 
religion  being  true,  it  was  the  queen's  duty  to  take  care  that 
her  subjects  should  follow  no  other ;  the  second,  that,  being 
an  absolute  monarch,  or  something  like  it,  and  a  very  wise 
princess,  she  had  a  better  right  to  order  what  doctrine  they 
should  believe,  than  they  could  have  to  choose  for  themselves ; 
the  third,  that  Ireland,  being  as  a  handmaid,  and  a  con- 
quered country,  must  wait,  in  all  important  matters,  on  the 
pleasure  of  the  greater  island,  and  be  accommodated  to  its 
revolutions.     And,  as  it  was  natural  that  the  queen  and  her 
advisers  should  not  reject  maxims  which  all  the  rest  of  the 
world  entertained,  merely  because  they  were  advantageous 
to  themselves,  we  need  not  perhaps  be  very  acrimoi}ious  in 
censuring  the  laws  whereon  the  church  of  Ireland  is  founded. 
But  it  is  still  equally  true  that  they  involve  a  principle  essen- 
tially unjust,  and  that  they  have  enormously  aggravated,  both 
in  the  age  of  Elizabeth  and  long  afterwards,  the  calamities 
and  the  disaffection  of  Ireland.     An  ecclesiastical  establish- 
ment, that  is,  the  endowment  and  privileges  of  a  particular 
religious  society,  can  have  no  advantages  (relatively  at  least 
to    the    community  where   it  exists)    but   its   tendency  to 
promote  in  that  community  good  order  and  virtue,  religious 

*  LeUnd,  224.     Irish  Statutes,  2  Ells. 


Ibblani).]  from   henry  VII.  TO   GEORGE  II.  529 

knowledge  and  edification.  But,  to  accomplish  this  end  in 
any  satisfactory  manner,  it  must  be  their  church,  and  not 
that  merely  of  the  government ;  it  should  exist  for  the  people, 
and  in  the  people,  and  with  the  people.  This  indeed  is  so 
manifest,  that  the  government  of  Elizabeth  never  contemplated 
the  separation  of  a  great  majority  as  licensed  dissidents  from 
the  ordinances  established  for  their  instruction.  It  was  un» 
doubtedly  presumed,  as  it  was  in  England,  that  the  church 
and  commonwealth,  according  to  Hooker's  language,  were  to 
be  two  denominations  of  the  same  society ;  and  that  every  man 
in  Ireland  who  appertained  to  the  one  ought  to  embrace,  and 
in  due  season  would  embrace,  the  communion  of  the  other. 
There  might  be  ignorance,  there  might  be  obstinacy,  there 
might  be  feebleness  of  conscience  for  a  time ;  and  perhaps  some 
connivance  would  be  shown  to  these  ;  but  that  the  prejudices 
of  a  majority  should  ultimately  prevail  so  as  to  determine  the 
national  faith,  that  it  should  even  obtain  a  legitimate  indul- 
gence for  its  own  mode  of  worship,  was  abominable  before 
God,  and  incompatible  with  the  sovereign  authority. 

This  sort  of  reasoning,  half  bigotry,  half  despotism,  was 
nowhere  so  preposterously  displayed  as  in  Ireland.  Effects  ©r 
The  numerical  majority  is  not  always  to  be  ascer-  ^*'"™***"'«^ 
tained  with  certainty ;  and  some  regard  may  fairly,  or  rather 
necessarily,  be  had  to  rank,  to  knowledge,  to  concentration. 
But  in  that  island,  the  disciples  of  the  reformation  were  in 
the  most  inconsiderable  proportion  among  the  Anglo-Irish 
colony,  as  well  as  among  the  natives ;  their  church  was  a 
government  without  subjects,  a  college  of  shepherds  without 
sheep.  I  am  persuaded  that  this  was  not  intended  nor  ex- 
pected to  be  a  permanent  condition ;  but  such  were  the  diffi- 
culties which  the  state  of  that  unhappy  nation  presented,  or 
such  the  negligence  of  its  rulers,  that  scarce  any  pains  were 
taken  in  the  age  of  Elizabeth,  nor  indeed  in  subsequent  ages, 
to  win  the  people's  conviction,  or  to  eradicate  their  supersti- 
tions, except  by  penal  statutes  and  the  sword.  The  Irish 
language  was  universally  spoken  without  the  pale ;  it  had 
even  made  great  progress  within  it ;  the  clergy  were  princi- 
pally of  that  nation  ;  yet  no  translation  of  the  Scriptures,  the 
chief  means  through  which  the  reformation  had  been  effected 
in  England  and  Germany,  nor  even  of  the  regular  liturgy, 
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was  made  into  that  tongue;  nor  was  it  possible,  perhaps, 
that  any  popular  instruction  should  be  carried  far  in  Elizabeth's 
reign,  either  by  public  authority,  or  by  the  ministrations  of 
the  reformed  clergy.  Yet  neither  among  the  Welsh  nor  the 
Scots  Highlanders,  though  Celtic  tribes,  and  not  much  better 
in  civility  of  life  at  that  time  than  the  Irish,  was  the  ancient 
religion  long  able  to  withstand  the  sedulous  preachers  of 
reformation. 

It  is  evident  from  the  history  of  Elizabeth's  reign,  that  the 
Rebellions  of  forciWe  disposscssiou  of  the  catholic  clergy,  and  their 
her  reign,  conscqueut  activity  in  deluding  a  people  too  open  at 
all  times  to  their  counsels,  aggravated  the  rebellions  spirit  of 
the  Irish,  and  rendered  their  obedience  to  the  law  more 
unattainable.  But,  even  independently  of  this  motive,  the 
Desmonds  and  Tyrones  would  have  tried,  as  they  did,  the 
chances  of  insurrection,  rather  than  abdicate  their  unlicensed 
but  ancient  chieftainship.  It  must  be  admitted  that,  if  they 
were  faithless  in  promises  of  loyalty,  the  crown's  representa- 
tives in  Ireland  set  no  good  example ;  and,  when  they  saw 
the  spoliations  of  property  by  violence  or  pretext  of  law,  the 
sudden  executions  on  alleged  treasons,  the  breaches  of  treaty, 
sometimes  even  the  assassinations,  by  which  a  despotic  policy 
went  onward  in  its  work  of  subjugation,  they  did  but  play 
the  usual  game  of  barbarians  in  opposing  craft  and  perfidy, 
rather  more  gross  perhaps  and  notorious,  to  the  same  engines 
of  a  dissembling  government.*     Yet  if  we  can  put  any  trust 

*  Leiand   gives   several   instances  of  under  coloar  to  do  your  n^jesty  wrviee, 

breach  of  fiiith  in  the  government     A  and  brought  them  to  a  place  of  naoettDg^ 

little  tract,  called  a  Brief  Declaration  of  where  your  garrison  soldiers  were  ap- 

the   Government  of  Ireland,  written  by  pointed  to  be,  who  have  there  most  dis- 

captain  Lee,  in  1 594,  and  published  in  honourably  put  them  all  to  the  sword ; 

Desiderata  Curiosa  Hibemica,   vol.  i.,  and  this  hath  been  by  the  consent  and 

censures  the  two  last  deputies  (  Grey  and  practice  of  the  lord  deputy  for  the  time 

Fitzwilliams)  for  their  ill  usage  of  the  being.     If  this  be  a  good  course  to  dnw 

Irish,  and  unfolds  the  despotic  character  those  savage  people  to  the  state  to  do 

of  the  English  government.    **  The  cause  your  migesty  service,  and  not  rather  to 

they  (the    lords  of  the  north)  have  to  enforce  them  to  stand  on  their  guard, 

stand  upon  those  terms,  and  to  seek  for  I  leave  to  your  mijesty.**    P.  90.     He 

better  assurance,  is  the  harsh  practices  goes  on   to  enumerate   more  cases  of 

used  against  others,  by  those  who  have  hardship  and  tyranny ;  many  being  ar* 

been  placed  in  authority  to  protect  men  raigned  and  convicted  of  treason  on  slight 

for   your  majesty's  service,  which  they  evidence ;  many  assaulted  and  killed  by 

have  greatly  abused  in  this  sort.      They  the  sherifis  on  commissions  of  rehellioo ; 

have  drawn  unto  them  by  protection  three  others  imprisoned  and   kept   in  irons; 

or  four  hundred  of  the  country  people,  among  others  a  youth,  thebeirof  agreat 
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in  our  own  testimonies,  the  great  families  were,  by  mismanage- 
ment and  dissension,  the  curse  of  their  vassals.  Sir  Henry 
Sidney  represents  to  the  queen,  in  15679  the  wretched  con- 
dition of  the  southern  and  western  counties  in  the  vast  terri- 
tories of  the  earls  of  Ormond,  Desmond,  and  Clanricarde.* 
*^  An  unmeasurable  tract,''  he  says,  ^*  is  now  waste  and  un- 
inhabited, which  of  late  years  was  well  tilled  and  pastured.'' 
**  A  more  pleasant  nor  a  more  desolate  land  I  never  saw  than 
from  Youghall  to  Limerick."  t  <<  So  far  hath  that  policy,  or 
rather  lack  of  policy,  in  keeping  dissension  among  them  pre- 
vailed, as  now,  albeit  all  that  are  alive  would  become  honest 
and  live  in  quiet,  yet  are  there  not  left  alive  in  those  two 
provinces  the  twentieth  person  necessary  to  inhabit  the  same."  t 
Vet  this  was  but  the  first  scene  of  calamity.  After  the  rebel- 
lion of  the  last  earl  of  Desmond,  the  counties  of  Cork  and 
Kerry,  his  ample  patrimony,  were  so  wasted  by  war  and 
military  executions,  and  famine  and  pestilence,  that,  accord- 
ing to  a  contemporary  writer,  who  expresses  the  truth  with 
hyperbolical  energy,  **  the  land  itself,  which  before  those 
wars  was  populous,  well  inhabited,  and  rich  in  all  the  good 
blessings  of  God,  being  plenteous  of  corn,  full  of  cattle,  well 
stored  with  fruit  and  sundry  other  good  commodities,  is  now 
become  waste  and  barren,  yielding  no  fruits,  the  pastures  no 
cattle,  the  fields  no  com,  the  air  no  birds,  the  seas,  though 
full  of  fish,  yet  to  them  yielding  nothing.     Finally,  every 

csUte.      He  certainly  praises    Tyrone  the  justice  thereof,  it  was  never  in  the 

more  than,  from  subsequent  events,  we  memory  of  the  oldest  roan  that  now 

should  think  just,  which  may  be  thought  liveth  in  greater  quiet  and  obedience.  — 

to  throw  some  suspicion   on   his  own  1845.] 

loyalty;  yet  he  seems  to  have   been  a  f  ^^'  ^4* 

pratestant,  and  in    1594   the   views   of  |  Sidney  Papers,  i.  29.     Spenser  des- 

Tyrone  were  ambiguous,  so  that  captain  cants  on  the  lawless  violence  of  the  su- 

L«e  may  have  been  deceived.  perior  Irish ;  and  imputes,  I  believe,  with 

*  Sidney  Papers,  i.  20.     [This  is  in  a  much  justice,  a  great  part  of  their  crimes 

long  report  to  the  queen,  which  contains  to  his  own  brethren,  if  they  might  claim 

an  interesting  view  of  the  state  of  the  so  proud  a  title,  the  bards :  **  whoraso- 

country  during  its  transition  from  Irish  ever  they  find  to  be  most  licentious  of 

to  English  law.     Athenry,  he  says,  had  life,  most  bold  and  lawless  in  his  doings, 

once  300  good  householders,  and,  in  his  most  dangerous  and  desperate  in  all  parts 

own  reed  lection,  twenty;  who  are  re-  of  disobedience  and  rebellious  disposition, 

duced  to  four,  and  those  poor.     It  had  him   they  set   up   and  glorify  in  their 

been  mixed  by  the  Clanricardes.     But,  rhymes,  him  they  praise  to  the  people, 

**  as  touching  all  Leinster  and  Meath,  I  and  to  young  men  make  an  example  to 

dare  affirm  on  my  credit  unto  your  ma*  follow."     P.  894. 
jesty,  as  well  for  the  English  pale,  and 
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way  the  curse  of  God  was  so  great,  and  the  land  so  barren 
bodi  of  man  and  beast,  that  whosoever  did  travel  from  the 
one  end  unto  the  other  of  all  Munster,  even  from  Waterford 
to  the  head  of  Limerick,  which  is  about  six-score  miles,  he 
should  not  meet  any  man,  woman,  or  child,  saving  in  towns 
and  cities ;  nor  yet  see  any  beast  but  the  very  wolves,  the 
foxes,  and  other  like  ravening  beasts.***  The  severity  of 
sir  Arthur  Grey,  at  this  time  deputy,  was  such  that  Elizabeth 
was  assured  he  had  left  little  for  her  to  reign  over  but  ashes 
and  carcasses ;  and,  though  not  by  any  means  of  too  indulgent 
a  nature,  she  was  induced  to  recall  him.t  His  successor, 
sir  John  Perrott,  who  held  the  viceroyalty  only  from  15S4*  to 
1587)  was  distinguished  for  a  sense  of  humanity  and  justice, 
together  with  an  active  zeal  for  the  enforcement  of  law. 
Sheriffs  were  now  appointed  for  the  five  counties  into  which 
Connaught  had  some  years  before  been  parcelled ;  and  even 
for  Ulster,  all  of  which,  except  Antrim  and  Down,  had 
hitherto  been  undivided,  as  well  as  ungovemed.  t  Yet  even 
this  apparently  wholesome  innovation  aggravated  at  first  the 
servitude  of  the  natives,  whom  the  new  sheriffs  were  prone  to 
oppress.  §  Perrott,  the  best  of  Irish  governors,  soon  fell  a 
sacrifice  to  a  court  intrigue  and  the  queen's  jealousy ;  and  the 
remainder  of  her  reign  was  occupied  with  almost  unceasing 
revolts  of  the  earl  of  Tyrone,  head  of  the  great  sect  of  O'Neil 
in  Ulster,  instigated  by  Rome  and  Spain,  and  endangering. 


•  Holingsbed,  460.  t  Leland,    247.    293.       An   act  had 

t  Lcland,  287.     Spenser's  Account  of  passed,  11  Eliz.  c.  9.»  for  dividing  the 

Ireland,  p.  430.  (vol.  viii.  of  Todd*s  edi-  whole  island  into  shire-ground*  appoint- 

tion,  1805).     Grey  is  the  Arthegal  of  the  ing  sheriffs,  justices  of  the  peace,  &c.; 

Faery  Queen,  the  representative  of  the  which  however  was  not  completed  till 

virtue  of  justice  in  that  allegory,  attended  the  time  of  sir  John  Perrott     Holing- 

by  Talus  with  his  iron  flail,  which  indeed  shed.  P.  457. 

was  unsparingly  employed  to  crush  re<        §  Leland,  305.     Their  conduct  prD> 

bellion.     Grey's  severity  was  signalised  voked  an  insurrection  both  in  Connaught 

in  putting  to  death  seven  hundred  Spa-  and  Ulster.     Spenser,  who  shows  always 

niards  who  had  surrendered  at  discretion  a  bias  towards  the  most  rigorous  policy, 

in  the  fort  of  Smerwick.      Though  this  does  ipjustice  to  Perrott.  **  He  did  tread 

might  be  justified  by  the  strict  laws  of  down  and  disgrace  all  the  English,  and 

war  (Philip  not  being  a  declared  enemy),  set  up  and  countenance  the  Irish  all  that 

it  was  one  of  those  extremities  which  he  could."  P.  437.     This  has  in  all  ages 

justly   revolt   the  common  feelings    of  been  the  language,  when  they  have  bm 

mankind.  The  queen  is  said  to  have  been  placed  on  an  equality,  or  any  thing  ap- 

much   displeased  at   it.      Leland,  283.  proaching  to  an  equality,  with  their  fel- 

Spenser  undertakes  the  defence  of  his  low-subjccts. 
patron  Grey.     State  of  Ireland,  p.  434. 
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far  more  than  any  preceding  rebellion,  her  sovereignty  over 
Ireland. 

The  old  English  of  the  pale  were  little  more  disposed  to 
embrace  the  reformed  religion,  or  to  acknowledge  the  despotic 
principles  of  a  Tudor  administration,  than  the  Irish  themselves ; 
and  though  they  did  not  join  the  rebellions  of  those  they  so 
much  hated,  the  queen's  deputies  had  sometimes  to  encounter 
a  more  legal  resistance.  A  new  race  of  colonists  had  begun 
to  appear  in  their  train,  eager  for  possessions,  and  for  the 
rewards  of  the  crown,  contemptuous  of  the  natives,  whether 
aboriginal  or  of  English  descent,  and  in  consequence  the 
objects  of  their  aversion  or  jealousy.*  Hence  in  a  opposition  in 
parliament  summoned  by  sir  Henry  Sidney  in  1569,  '*""■"*"'• 
the  first  after  that  which  had  reluctantly  established  the  pro- 
testant  church,  a  strong  country  party,  as  it  may  be  termed, 
was  formed  in  opposition  to  the  crown.  They  complained 
with  much  justice  of  the  management  by  which  irregular  re- 
turns of  members  had  been  made ;  some  from  to\vns  not  in- 
corporated, and  which  had  never  possessed  the  elective  right ; 
some  self-chosen  sheriffs  and  magistrates  ;  some  mere  English 
strangers,  returned  for  places  which  they  had  never  seen. 
The  judges,  on  reference  to  their  opinion,  declared  the  elec- 
tions illegal  in  the  two  former  cases :  but  confirmed  the  non- 
resident burgesses,  which  still  left  a  majority  for  the  court. 

The  Irish  patriots,  after  this  preliminary  discussion,  opposed 
a  new  tax  upon  wines,  and  a  bill  for  the  suspension  of  Poyn- 
ing*s  law.  Hooker,  an  Englishman,  chosen  for  Athenry,  to 
whose  account  we  are  chiefly  indebted  for  our  knowledge  of 
these  proceedings,  sustained  the  former  in  that  high  tone  of  a 
prerogative  lawyer  which  always  best  pleased  his  mistress. 
**  Her  majesty,"  he  said,  "  of  her  own  royal  authority,  might 
and  may  establish  the  same  without  any  of  your  consents,  as 
she  hath  already  done  the  like  in  England ;  saving  of  her 
courtesy,  it  pleaseth  her  to  have  it  pass  with  your  own  con- 
sents by  order  of  law,  that  she  might  thereby  have  the  better 
trial  and  assurance  of  your  dutifulness  and  good- will  towards 
her.'*  This  language  from  a  stranger,  unusual  among  a  people 
proud  of  their  birthright  in  the  common  constitution,  and  little 

•  Leland,  24S. 
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accustomed  even  to  legitimate  obedieBce,  raised  such  a  flame 
that  the  house  was  adjourned ;  and  it  was  necessary  to  protect 
the  utterer  of  such  doctrines  by  a  guard.  The  du^  on  wines, 
laid  aside  for  the  time,  was  carried  in  a  subsequent  session 
in  the  same  year ;  and  several  other  statutes  were  enacted, 
which,  as  they  did  not  affect  the  pale,  may  possibly  Imve 
encountered  no  opposition.  A  part  of  Ulster,  forfeited  by 
Slanes  O'Neil,  a  rebel  almost  as  formidable  in  the  first  years 
of  this  reign  as  his  kinsman  Tyrone  was  near  its  conclusion, 
was  vested  in  the  crown ;  and  some  provisions  were  made 
for  the  reduction  of  the  whole  island  into  shires.  Connaught, 
in  consequence,  which  had  passed  for  one  county,  was  divided 
into  five.* 

In  sir  Henry  Sidney's  second  government,  which  began  in 
Aibitnry  IS^JOj  thc  palc  was  excited  to  a  more  strenuons  re- 
Sf^r  Hen^  sistancc,  by  an  attempt  to  subvert  their  liberties.  It 
Sidney.        j^^^  |^^^  heeu  usual  to  obtain  a  sum  of  money  for 

the  maintenance  of  the  household  and  of  the  troops  by  an 
assessment  settled  between  the  council  and  principal  inhabit- 
ants of  each  district.  This,  it  was  contended  by  the  govern- 
ment, was  instead  of  the  contribution  of  victuals  which  the 
queen,  by  her  prerogative  of  purveyance,  might  claim  at  a 
fixed  rate,  much  lower  than  the  current  price.t  It  was 
maintained  on  the  other  side  to  be  a  voluntary  benevolence. 
Sidney  now  devised  a  plan  to  change  it  for  a  cess  or  perma- 
nent composition  for  every  plough-land,  without  regard  to 
those  which  claimed  exemption  from  the  burden  of  purvey- 
ance ;  and  imposed  this  new  tax  by  order  of  council,  as  suffi- 
ciently warrantable  by  the  royal  prerogative.  The  land- 
owners of  the  pale  remonstrated  against  such  a  violation  of 
their  franchises,  and  were  met  by  the  usual  arguments. 
They  appealed  to  the  text  of  the  laws ;  the  deputy  replied  by 
precedents  against  law.  "Her  majesty's  prerogative,*'  he 
said,  "is  not  limited  by  Magna  Charta,  nor  found  in  Little- 
ton's Tenures,  nor  "written  in  the  books  of  Assizes,  but  regis- 
tered in  the  remembrances  of  her  majesty's  exchequer,  and 
remains  in  the  rolls  of  records  of  the  Tower."t      It  was 

*  Holingshed's  Chronicles  of  Ireland,        f  Sidney  Fapera,  i.  15S. 
342.     This  part  is  written  by  Hooker         |  Id.  179. 
himself.     Leland,  240.     Irish  Statutes, 
11  Eliz. 
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proved,  according  to  him,  by  the  most  ancient  and  credible 
records  in  the  realm,  that  such  charges  had  been  imposed 
from  time  to  time,  sometimes  by  the  name  of  cess,  sometimes 
by  other  names,  and  more  often  by  the  governor  and  council, 
with  such  of  the  nobility  as  came  on  summons,  than  by  par- 
liament. These  irregularities  did  not  satisfy  the  gentry  of 
the  pale,  who  refused  compliance  with  the  demand,  and  still 
alleged  that  it  was  contrary  both  to  reason  and  law  to  impose 
any  charge  upon  them  without  parliament  or  grand  council. 
A  deputation  was  sent  to  England  in  the  name  of  all  the 
subjects  of  the  English  pale.  Sidney  was  not  backward  in 
representing  their  behaviour  as  the  effect  of  disaffection  ;  nor 
was  Elizabeth  likely  to  recede,  where  both  her  authority  and 
her  revenue  were  apparently  concerned.  But,  after  some 
demonstrations  of  resentment  in  committing  the  delegates  to 
the  Tower,  she  took  alarm  at  the  clamours  of  their  country- 
men ;  and,  aware  that  the  king  of  Spain  was  ready  to  throw 
troops  into  Ireland,  desisted  with  that  prudence  which  always 
kept  her  passion  in  command,  accepting  a  voluntary  compo- 
sition for  seven  years  in  the  accustomed  manner.* 

James  I.  ascended  the  throne  with  as  great  advantages  in 
Ireland  as  in  his  other  kingdoms.  That  island 
was  already  pacified  by  the  submission  of  Tyrone ; 
and  all  was  prepared  for  a  final  establishment  of  the  English 
power  upon  the  basis  of  equal  laws  and  civilized  customs  ;  a 
reformation  which  in  some  respects  the  king  w^as  not  ill  fitted 
to  introduce:  His  reign  is  perhaps  on  the  whole  the  most 
important  in  the  constitutional  history  of  Ireland,  and  that 

*  Sidney  Papers,  84.  1 17*  &c.  to  236.  and  souL  For  not  only  in  matter  of  re- 
Holingshed,  389.  Leiandi  261.  Sidney  ligion  they  be  Romish,  but  for  govern- 
was  much  disappointed  at  the  queen's  ment  they  will  change,  to  be  under  a 
want  of  6nDnes8 ;  but  it  was  plain  by  prince  of  their  own  superstition.  Since 
the  correspondence  that  Walsingham  also  your  highness'  reign  the  papists  never 
thought  he  had  gone  too  far.  P.  192.  showed  such  boldness  as  now  they  do.'' 
The  sum  required  seems  to  have  been  P.  184.  This  however  hardly  tallies  with 
reasonable,  about  2000t  a  year  from  the  what  he  says  afterwards,  p.  208. :  **  I  do 
five  shires  of  the  pale ;  and,  if  they  had  believe,  for  far  the  greatest  number  of 
not  been  stubborn,  he  thought  all  Mun*  the  inhabitants  of  the  English  pale,  her 
ster  also,  except  the  Desmond  territories,  highness  hath  as  true  and  faithful  sub- 
would  have  submitted  to  the  payment,  jects  as  any  she  hath  subject  to  the 
(P.  183.)  **  I  have  great  cause,"  he  crown;"  unless  the  former  passage  refer 
writes,  **  to  mistrust  the  fidelity  of  the  chiefly  to  those  without  the  pale,  who  in 
greatest  number  of  the  people  of  this  fiict  were  exclusively  concerned  in  the 
country's  birth  of  all  degrees ;  they  be  rebellions  of  this  reign. 
papists,  as  I  may  well  term  them,  body 
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from  which  the  present  scheme  of  society  in  that  country  is 
chiefly  to  be  deduced. 

1.  The  laws  of  supremacy  and  uniformity,  copied  from 
those  of  England,  were  incompatible  with  any  exercise  of  the 
Roman  catholic  worship,  or  with  the  admission  of  any  mem- 
bers of  that  church  into  civil  trust.  It  appears  indeed  that 
they  were  by  no  means  strictly  executed  during  the  queen's 
reign*  ;  yet  the  priests  were  of  course  excluded,  so  far  as  the 
English  authority  prevailed,  from  their  churches  and  benefices; 
the  former  were  chiefly  ruined ;  the  latter  fell  to  protestant 
strangers,  or  to  conforming  ministers  of  native  birth,  dissolute 
and  ignorant,  as  careless  to  teach  as  the  people  were  pre- 
determined not  to  listen,  t  The  priests,  many  of  them,  engaged 

*  Leland,  ii.  381.  and  custom,  Irish,  Irishlyaflectioiied,  and 
t  '*  The  church  is  now  so  spoiled,"  small  hopes  of  their  conformities  or  as- 
says sir  Henry  Sidney  in  1576,  **  as  well  sent  unto  any  such  devices  as  would  tend 
by  the  ruin  of  the  temples,  as  the  dis-  to  the  placing  of  any  such  number  of 
sipation  and  embezzling  of  the  patri-  civil  people  there,  to  the  disadvantage  or 
mony,  and  most  of  all  for  want  of  suffi-  bridling  of  the  Irish.**  In  these  northern 
cient  ministers,  as  so  deformed  and  over-  parts,  the  English  and  protestant  inter- 
thrown  a  church  there  is  not,  I  am  sure,  ests  had  so  little  influence  that  the  pope 
in  any  region  where  Christ  is  professed."  conferred  three  bishoprics,  Derry,  Clo- 
Sidney  Papers,  i.  109.  In  the  diocese  gher,  and  Raphoe,  throughout  the  reign 
of  Meath,  being  the  best  inhabited  coun-  of  Elizabeth.  Davis,  254.  Leland,  ii.  248. 
try  of  all  the  realm,  out  of  224  parish  What  b  more  remarkable  is,  that  two  of 
churches,  105  were  impropriate,  having  these  prelates  were  summoned  to  parlia* 
only  curates,  of  whom  but  eighteen  could  ment  in  1 585.  Id.  295.  ;  the  first  in 
speak  English,  the  rest  being  *'  Irish  which  some  Irish  were  returned  among 
rogues,  who  used  to  be  papists,"  fifty-  the  commons. 

two  other  churches  had  vicars,  and  fifty-  The  reputation  of  the  protestant  church 
two  more  were  in  better  state  than  the  continued  to  be  little  better  in  the  reign 
rest,  yet  fiir  from  well.  Id.  112.  Spenser  of  Charles  I.,  though  its  revenues  were 
gives  a  bad  character  of  the  pro'.cstant  much  improved.  Strafford  gives  the 
clergy,  p.  412.  [It  was  chiefly  on  this  clergy  a  very  bad  character  in  writing  to 
account,  that  the  university  of  Dublin  Laud.  Vol.  i.  187.  And  Bumet*s  Life 
was  founded  in  1591.  Leh&nd,  ii.  319.—  of  Bedell,  transcribed  chiefly  from  a  con- 
1845.]  temporary  memoir,  g^ves  a  detailed  ac- 
An  act  was  passed,  12  Eliz.  c.  1.,  for  count  of  that  bishop^s  diocese  (Kilmore), 
erecting  free  schools  in  every  diocese,  which  will  take  off  any  surprise  that 
under  English  masters;  the  ordinary  might  be  felt  at  the  slow  progress  of  the 
paying  one  third  of  the  salary,  and  the  reformation.  He  had  about  fifteen  pro- 
clergy  the  rest.  This  however  must  have  testant  clergy,  but  all  English,  unable  to 
been  nearly  impracticable.  Another  act,  speak  the  tongue  of  the  people,  or  to 
13  Eliz.  c.  4.,  enables  the  archbishop  of  perform  any  divine  offices,  or  oonvcise 
Armagh  to  grant  leases  of  his  lands  out  with  them,  **  which  is  no  small  cause  of 
of  the  pale  for  a  hundred  years  without  the  continuance  of  the  people  in  popery 
assent  of  the  dean  and  chapter,  to  persons  still."  P.  47.  The  bishop  observed,  says 
of  English  birth,  **  or  of  the  English  and  his  biographer,  **  with  much  r^^ret,  th«it 
civil  nation,  born  in  this  realm  of  Ire-  the  English  had  all  along  m^leeted  the 
land,"  at  the  rent  of4d,  an  acre.  It  re-  Irish  as  a  nation,  not  only  conquered  but 
cites  the  chapter  to  be  **  except  a  very  undisciplinable ;  and  that  the  clergy  had 
few  of  them,  both  by  nation,  education,  scarce  considered  them  as  a  part  of  tlicir 
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in  a  conspiracy  with  the  court  of  Spain  against  the  queen  and 
her  successor,  and  all  deeming  themselves  unjustly  and  sacri- 
legiously despoiled,  kept  up  the  spirit  of  disaffection,  or  at 
least  of  resistance  to  religious  innovation,  throughout  the 
kingdom.*  The'accession  of  James  seemed  a  sort  of  signal 
for  casting  off  the  yoke  of  heresy ;  in  (Dork,  Waterford,  and 
other  cities,  the  people,  not  without  consent  of  the  magistrates, 
rose  to  restore  the  catholic  worship ;  they  seized  the  churches, 
ejected  the  ministers,  marched  in  public  processions,  and  shut 
their  gates  against  the  lord  deputy.  He  soon  reduced  them 
to  obedience ;  but  almost  the  whole  nation  was  of  the  same 
faith,  and  disposed  to  struggle  for  a  public  toleration.  This 
was  beyond  every  question  their  natural  right,  and  as  cer- 
tainly was  it  the  best  policy  of  England  to  have  granted  it ; 
but  the  king-craft  and  the  priest-craft  of  the  day  taught  other 
lessons.  Priests  were  ordered  by  proclamation  to 
quit  the  realm ;  the  magistrates  and  chief  citizens  of  cauiouc* 

ji  ^  ^7  enforced 

Dublin  were  committed  to  prison  for  refusing  to  fre- 
quent the  protestant  church.  The  gentry  of  the  pale  remon- 
strated at  the  court  of  Westminster  ;  and,  though  their  dele- 
gates atoned  for  their  self-devoted  courage  by  imprisonment, 
the  secret  menace  of  expostulation  seems  to  have  produced, 
as  usual,  some  effect,  in  a  direction  to  the  lord  deputy  that  he 
should  endeavour  to  conciliate  the  recusants  by  instruction. 
These  penalties  of  recusancy,  from  whatever  cause,  were  very 
little  enforced,  but  the  catholics  murmured  at  the  oath  of 
supremacy,  which  shut  them  out  from  every  distinction: 
though  here  again  the  execution  of  the  law  was  sometimes 
mitigated,  they  justly  thought  themselves  humiliated,  and  the 
liberties  of  their  country  endangered,  by  standing  thus  at  the 
mercy  of  the  crown.    And  it  is  plain  that  even  within  the  pale. 


charge ;  but  bad  left  tbem  wbolly  into  the  Irish  language ;  and  though  he  could  not 

bands  of  their  oirn  priests,  without  taking  speak  it,  composed  the  first  grammar  ever 

any  other  care  of  them  but  the  making  made  of  it,  had  the  common  prayer  read 

tbem  pay  their  tithes.     And  indeed  their  every   Sunday  in  Irish,  circulated  cate- 

priests  were  a  strange  sort  of  people,  that  chisms,    engaged   the   clergy  to  set  up 

knew  generally  nothing  but  the  reading  schools,  and  even  undertook  a  translation 

their  offices,  which  were  not  so  much  as  of  the  Old  Testament,  which  he  would 

understood  by  many  of  them ;  and  they  have  published,  but  for  the  opposition  of 

taught  the  people  nothing  but  the  saying  I^aud  and  Strafford.   P.  1 21 . 
their  paters  and  aves  in  Latin.**    P.  1 14.         *   Leiand,  4 1 3. 
Bedell  took  the  pains  to  learn  himself  the 
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the  compulsory  statutes  were  at  least  far  better  enforced  than 
under  the  queen ;  while  in  those  provinces  within  whidi  the 
law  now  first  began  to  have  its  course,  the  difference  was 
still  more  acutely  perceived.* 

2.  The  first  care  of  the  new  administration  was  to  perfect 
Engiuhiaw  the  reductiou  of  Ireland  into  a  civilized  kingdom. 
ul^gho*!?!  Sheriffs  were  appointed  throughout  Ulster ;  the  teni- 
Ireland.  torfal  divisious  of  oouuties  and  baronies  were  ex- 
tended to  the  few  districts  that  still  wanted  them ;  the  judges 
of  assize  went  their  circuits  every  where ;  the  customs  of 
tanistry  and  gavelkind  were  determined  by  the  court  of  king^s 
bench  to  be  void ;  the  Irish  lords  surrendered  their  estates  to 
the  crown,  and  received  them  back  by  the  English  tenures  of 
knight-service  or  soccage ;  an  exact  account  was  taken  of  the 
lands  each  of  these  chieftains  possessed,  that  he  might  be 
invested  with  none  but  those  he  occupied  ;  while  his  tenants, 
exempted  from  those  uncertain  Irish  exactions,  the  source  of 
their  servitude  and  misery,  were  obliged  only  to  an  annual 
quit-rent,  and  held  their  own  lands  by  a  free  tenure.  The 
king's  writ  was  obeyed,  at  least  in  profession,  throughout 
Ireland ;  after  four  centuries  of  lawlessness  and  misgovern^ 
ment,  a  golden  period  was  anticipated  by  the  English  courtiers, 
nor  can  we  hesitate  to  recognise  the  influence  of  enlightened, 
and  sometimes  of  benevolent  minds,  in  the  scheme  of  govern- 
ment now  carried  into  effectt     But  two  unhappy  maxims 

^  Leland,  414,  &c.     In  a  letter  from  of  supremacy.     Id.  SSO. ;  and  compare 

SIX  catholic  lords  of  the  pale  to  the  king  the  letter  of  six  catholic  lords,  with  the 

in  1 61 3,  published  in  Desiderata  Curiosa  answer  of  lord  deputy  and  council  in  the 

Ilibemica,  L  158.,  they  complain  of  the  same  volume. 

oath  of  supremacy,  which,  they  say,  had  f  Davis*s  Reports,  ubi  supra.  Disco- 
not  been  much  imposed  under  the  queen,  very  of  Causes,  &c  S60.  Carte's  lASt  of 
but  was  now  for  the  first  time  enforced  Ormond,  i.  14.  Leland,  418.  It  had 
in  the  remote  parts  of  the  country ;  so  long  been  an  object  with  the  English  go- 
that  the  most  sufficient  gentry  were  vernment  to  extinguish  the  Irish  tenures 
excluded  from  magistracy,  and  meaner  and  laws.  Some  steps  towards  it  were 
persons,  if  conformable,  put  instead.  It  taken  under  Henry  VI II.;  but  at  that 
is  said  on  the  other  side,  that  the  laws  time  there  was  too  great  a  repognaoce 
against  recusants  were  rery  little  en-  among  the  chiefUins.  In  £lixabeth*s  in- 
forced,  from  the  difficulty  of  getting  structions  to  the  earl  of  Sussex  oo  taking 
juries  to  present  them.  Id.  359.  Carte's  the  gOTcrnment  in  1560^  it  is  reeom- 
Ormond,33.  But  this  at  least  sliows  that  mended  that  the  Irish  should  surrender 
there  was  some  disposition  to  molest  the  their  estates,  and  receive  grants  in  tail 
catholics  on  the  part  of  the  government ;  male,  but  no  greater  estate.  Desiderata 
and  it  is  admitted  that  they  were  ex-  Curiosa  Hibernica,  L  1.  This  would 
eluded  from  offices,  and  even  from  prac-  have  left  a  reversion  in  the  crown,  which 
tising  at  the  bar,  on  account  of  the  oath  could  not  have  been  cut  off  by  sufifering 
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debased  their  motives,  and  discredited  their  policy ;  the  first, 
that  none  but  the  true  religion,  or  the  state  s  religion,  could 
be  sufiered  to  exist  in  the  eye  of  the  law ;  the  second,  that 
no  pretext  could  be  too  harsh  or  iniquitous  to  exclude  men 
of  a  different  race  or  erroneous  faith  from  their  possessions. 

3.  The  suppression  of  Slanes  (yNeil's  revolt  in  1567 
seems  to  have  suggested  the  thought,  or  afforded 
the  means,  of  perfecting  the  conquest  of  Ireland  by  or  e^^ 
the  same  methods  that  had  been  used  to  commence  uister,  and 
it,  an  extensive  plantation  of  English  colonists.  The 
law  of  forfeiture  came  in  very  conveniently  to  further  this 
great  scheme  of  poUcy.  O'Neil  was  attainted  in  the  parlia- 
ment of  1569 ;  the  territories  which  acknowledged  him  as 
chieftain,  comprising  a  large  part  of  Down  and  Antrim, 
were  vested  in  the  crown  ;  and  a  natural  son  of  sir  Thomas 
Smith,  secretary  of  state,  who  is  said  to  have  projected 
this  settlement,  was  sent  with  a  body  of  English  to  take 
possession  of  the  lands  thus  presumed  in  law  to  be  vacant. 
This  expedition  however  failed  of  success;  the  native  oc- 
cupants not  acquiescing  in  this  doctrine  of  our  lawyers.* 
But  fresh  adventurers  settled  in  different  parts  of  Ireland  ; 
and  particularly  after  the  earl  of  Desmond's  rebellion  in 
1583,  whose  forfeiture  was  reckoned  at  574,628  Irish  acres, 
though  it  seems  probable  that  this  is  more  than  double  the 
actu^  confiscation.t  These  lands  in  the  counties  of  Cork 
and  Kerry,  left  almost  desolate  h^  the  oppression  of  the 
Geraldines  themselves,  and  the  far  greater  cruelty  of  the  go- 
vernment in  subduing  them,  were  parcelled  out  among  En- 
glish undertakers  at  low  rents,  but  on  condition  of  planting 

a  recovery.     But  as  those  who  held  by  statutes  that  treat  the  Irish  as  enemies, 

Irish  tenure  had  probably  no  right  to  some   of  which   have   been  mentioned 

alienate  their  lands,  they  had  little  cause  above.     It  makes  all  the  king's  subjects 

to  complain.     An  act  in  1369,  IS  Eliz.  under  his  protection  to  live  by  the  same 

c  4.,  reciting  the  greater  part  of  the  law.     Some  vestiges  of  the  old  distino- 

Irish  to  have  petitioned  for  leave  to  sur-  tions  remained  in  the  statute-book,  and 

render  their  lands,  authorises  the  deputy,  were  eradicated  in  Strafford's  parliament, 

by  advice  of  the  privy  council,  to  grant  10&  11  Car.  1.  c.  6. 
letters  patent  to  the  Irish  and  degenerate        *  Leland,  ii.  254. 
English,  yielding  certain  reservations  to        \  See  a  note  in  Leland,  ii.  302.     The 

the  queen.     Sidney  mentions,  in  several  truth    seems   to  be,  that  in  this,  as  in 

of  his  letters,  that  the  Irish  were  ready  other  Irish  forfeitures,  a  large  part  was 

to  surrender  their   lands.      Vol.  i.  94.  restored  to  the  tenants  of  the  attainted 

105. 165.  parties. 
The  act  11  Jac  1.  e.  5.  repeals  divers 
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eighty-six  families  on  an  estate  of  12,000  acres;  and  in 
like  proportion  for  smaller  possessions.  None  of  the  native 
Irish  were  to  be  admitted  as  tenants ;  but  neither  this  nor 
the  other  conditions  were  strictly  observed  by  the  under- 
takers, and  the  colony  suffered  dike  by  their  rapacity  and 
their  neglect,*  The  oldest  of  the  second  race  of  English 
families  in  Ireland  are  found  among  the  descendants  of  these 
Munster  colonists.  We  find  among  them  also  some  distin- 
guished names,  that  have  left  no  memorial  in  their  posterity; 
sir  Walter  Raleigh,  who  here  laid  the  foundation  of  his 
transitory  success,  and  one  not  less  in  glory,  and  hardly  less 
in  misfortune,  Edmund  Spenser.  In  a  country  house  once 
belonging  to  the  Desmonds,  on  the  banks  of  the  MuUa,  near 
Doneraile,  the  first  three  books  of  the  Faery  Queen  were 
written  ;  and  here  too  the  poet  awoke  to  the  sad  realities  of 
life,  and  has  left  us,  in  his  Account  of  the  State  of  Ireland, 
the  most  full  and  authentic  document  that  illustrates  its  con- 
dition. This  treatise  abounds  with  judicious  observations ; 
but  we  regret  the  disposition  to  recommend  an  extreme 
severity  in  dealing  with  the  native  Irish,  which  ill  becomes 
the  sweetness  of  his  muse. 

The  two  great  native  chieftains  of  the  north,  the  earls  of 
Tyrone  and  Tyrconnel,  a  few  years  after  the  king's  accession, 
engaged,  or  were  charged  with  having  engaged,  in  some  new 
conspiracy,  and  fl)nng  from  justice,  were  attainted  of  treason. 
Five  hundred  thousand  acres  in  Ulster  were  thus  forfeited  to 
the  crown  ;  and  on  this  was  laid  the  foundation  of  that  great 
colony,  which  has  rendered  that  province,  from  being  the 
seat  of  the  wildest  natives,  the  most  flourishing,  the  most 
protestant,  and  the  most  enlightened  part  of  Ireland.  Hiis 
plantation,  though  projected  no  doubt  by  the  king  and  by 
lord  Bacon,  was  chiefly  carried  into  effect  by  the  lord  depu^, 
sir  Arthur  Chichester,  a  man  of  great  capacity,  judgment, 
and  prudence.  He  caused  surveys  to  be  taken  of  the  several 
counties,  fixed  upon  proper  places  for  building  castles  or 
founding  towns,  and  advised  that  the  lands  should  be  as- 
signed; partly  to  English  or  Scots  undertakers,  partly  to 
servitors  of  the  crown,  as  they  were  called,  men  who  had 

*  Leland,  ii.  301. 
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possessed  civil  or  military  offices  in  Ireland,  partly  to  the  old 
Irish,  even  some  of  those  who  had  been  concerned  in  Ty- 
rone's rebellion.  These  and  their  tenants  were  exempted 
from  the  oath  of  supremacy  imposed  on  the  new  planters. 
From  a  sense  of  the  error  committed  in  the  queen's  time 
by  granting  vast  tracts  to  single  persons,  the  lands  were 
distributed  in  three  classes,  of  @000,  1500,  and  1000  En- 
glish acres ;  and  in  every  county  one  half  of  the  assignments 
was  to  the  smallest,  the  rest  to  the  other  two  classes.  Those 
who  received  2000  acres  were  bound  within  four  years  to 
build  a  castle  and  bawn,  or  strong  court-yard ;  the  second 
class  within  two  years  to  build  a  stone  or  brick  house  with  a 
bawn ;  the  third  class  a  bawn  only.  The  first  were  to  plant 
on  their  lands  within  three  years  forty-eight  able  men, 
eighteen  years  old  or  upwards,  born  in  England  or  the  inland 
parts  of  Scotland ;  the  others  to  do  the  same  in  proportion 
to  their  estates.  All  the  grantees  were  to  reside  within  five 
years,  in  person  or  by  approved  agents,  and  to  keep  suffi- 
cient store  of  arms ;  they  were  not  to  alienate  their  lands 
without  the  king's  licence,  nor  to  let  them  for  less  than 
twenty-one  years ;  their  tenants  were  to  live  in  houses  built 
in  the  English  manner,  and  not  dispersed,  but  in  villages. 
The  natives  held  their  lands  by  the  same  conditions,  except 
that  of  building  fortified  houses ;  but  they  were  bound  to 
take  no  Irish  exactions  from  their  tenants,  nor  to  suffer 
the  practice  of  wandering  with  their  cattle  from  place  to 
place.  In  this  manner  were  these  escheated  lands  of  Ulster 
divided  among  a  hundred  and  four  English  and  Scots 
undertakers,  fifty-six  servitors,  and  two  hundred  and  eighty- 
six  natives.  All  lands  which  through  the  late  anarchy 
and  change  of  religion  had  been  lost  to  the  church  were 
restored ;  and  some  further  provision  was  made  for  the 
beneficed  clergy.  Chichester,  as  was  just,  received  an 
allotment  in  a  far  ampler  measure  than  the  common  servants 
of  the  crown.* 

This  noble  design  was  not  altogether  completed  according 

*  Carte*s  Life  of  Ormood,  L  1 5.    Le-  important  and  interesting  narrative ;  also 

land,  429.      Farmer's  Chronicle  of  sir  toI.  ii.    of    the    same     collection,    S7. 

Arthur  Chichester's  government  in  De-  Bacon's  Works,  i.  657. 
fliderata    Curiosa  Hibcrnica,  i.  32. ;  an 
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to  the  platform.  The  native  Irish,  to  whom  some  regard 
was  shown  by  these  regulations,  were  less  equitably 
au^dwfg  dealt  with  by  the  colonists,  and  by  those  other  ad- 
venturers whom  England  continually  sent  forth  to 
enrich  themselves  and  maintain  her  sovereignty.  Pretexts 
were  sought  to  establish  the  crown's  title  over  the  pos- 
sessions of  the  Irish ;  they  were  assailed  through  a  law 
which  they  had  but  just  adopted,  and  of  which  they  knew 
nothing,  by  the  claims  of  a  litigious  and  encroaching  pre- 
rogative, against  which  no  prescription  could  avail,  nor  any 
plea  of  fairness  and  equi^  obtain  favour  in  the  sight  of 
£nglish-bom  judges.  Thus,  in  the  King's  and  Queen's 
counties,  and  in  those  of  Leitrim,  Longford,  and  Westmeath, 
385,000  acres  were  adjudged  to  the  crown,  and  66,000 
in  that  of  Wicklow.  The  greater  part  was  indeed  r^^nted 
to  the  native  owners  on  a  permanent  tenure;  and  some 
apology  might  be  found  for  this  harsh  act  of  power  in 
the  means  it  gave  of  civilising  those  central  regions,  always 
the  shelter  of  rebels  and  robbers;  yet  this  did  not  take 
off  the  sense  of  forcible  spoliation,  which  every  foreign 
tyranny  renders  so  intolerable.  Surrenders  were  extorted 
by  menaces ;  juries  refusing  to  find  the  crown's  title  were 
fined  by  the  council ;  many  were  dispossessed  without  any 
compensation,  and  sometimes  by  gross  peijury,  sometimes 
by  barbarous  cruelty.  It  is  said  that  in  the  county  of  Long- 
ford the  Irish  had  scarcely  one  third  of  their  former  posses- 
sions assigned  to  them,  out  of  three  fourths  which  had  been 
intended  by  the  king.  Those  who  had  been  most  faithful, 
those  even  who  had  conformed  to  the  protestant  church,  were 
little  better  treated  than  the  rest.  Hence,  though  in  many 
new  plantations  great  signs  of  improvement  were  perceptible, 
though  trade  and  tillage  increased,  and  towns  were  built,  a 
secret  rankling  for  those  injuries  was  at  the  heart  of  Ire- 
land ;  and  in  these  two  leading  grievances,  the  penal  laws 
against  recusants,  and  the  inquisition  into  defective  titles,  we 
trace,  beyond  a  shadow  of  doubt,  the  primary  source  of  the 
rebellion  in  1641.* 

*  Leland,  437.  466,  Cartels  Ormond,  another  treatise  published  in  this  oollee- 
22.  Desiderata  Curiosa  Hibernica,  238.  tion,  entitled  a  Discourse  on  the  Slate  of 
243.  378.,  et  alibi,  ii.  37.  et  post.    In     Ireland,  1614,  an  approaching  rebelitoa 
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4.  Before  the  reign  of  James,  Ireland  had  been  regarded 
either  as  a  conquered  country,  or  as  a  mere  colony  of  English, 
according  to  the  persons  or  the  provinces  which  were  in 
question.  The  whole  island  now  took  a  common  character, 
diat  of  a  subordinate  kingdom,  inseparable  from  the  English 
crown,  and  dependent  also,  at  least  as  was  taken  for  granted 
by  our  lawyers,  on  the  English  legislature ;  but  governed 
^ter  the  model  of  our  constitution,  by  nearly  the  same  laws, 
and  claiming  entirely  the  same  liberties.  It  was  a  natural 
consequence,  that  an  Irish  parliament  should  represent,  or 
affect  to  represent,  every  part  of  the  kingdom.  None 
of  Irish  blood  had  ever  sat,  either  lords  or  com-  onfrJh"  ^ 
moners,  till  near  the  end  of  Henry  VIIL's  reign.  ''""™"' 
The  representation  of  the  twelve  counties,  into  which  M unster 
and  part  of  Leinster  were  divided,  and  of  a  few  towns,  which 
existed  in  the  reign  of  Edward  III.,  if  not  later,  was  reduced 
by  the  defection  of  so  many  English  families  to  the  limits  of 
the  four  shires  of  the  pale.*  The  old  counties,  when  they 
returned  to  their  allegiance  under  Henry  VIII.,  and  those 
afterwards  formed  by  Mary  and  Elizabeth,  increased  the 
number  of  the  commons :  though  in  that  of  15679  as  has 
been  mentioned,  the  writs  for  some  of  them  were  arbitrarily 
withheld.     The  two  queens  did  not  neglect  to  create  new 

is  remarkably  predicted.  **  The  next  re-  teemed  so  precious  in  the  hearts  of  men. 
bellion,  whensoever  it  shall  happen,  doth  8.  And  lastly,  their  union  is  such,  as  not 
threaten  more  danger  to  the  state  than  only  the  old  English  dispersed  abroad  in 
any  that  hath  preceded ;  and  my  reasons  all  parts  of  the  realm,  but  the  inhabitants 
are  these :  1.  They  have  the  same  bodies  of  the  pale  cities  and  towns,  are  as  apt  to 
they  ever  had ;  and  therein  they  have  take  arms  against  us,  which  no  precedent 
and  had  advantage  over  us.  2.  From  time  hath  ever  seen,  as  the  ancient  Irish.** 
their  infimeies  they  have  been  and  are  Vol.  L  432.  '*  I  think  that  little  doubt 
exercised  in  the  use  of  arms.  3.  The  is  to  be  made,  but  that  the  modern  En- 
realm,  by  reason  of  long  peace,  was  never  glish  and  Scotch  would  in  an  instant  be 
so  full  of  youth  as  at  this  present  4.  That  massacred  in  their  houses.**  P.  438.  This 
they  are  better  soldiers  than  heretofore,  rebellion  the  author  expected  to  be 
their  continual  employments  in  the  wars  brought  about  by  a  league  with  Spain, 
abroad  assure  us ;  and  they  do  conceive  and  with  aid  from  France, 
that   their   men   are  better  than  ours.  *  The  famous  parliament  of  Kilkenny, 

5.  That  they  are  more  politic,  and  able  in  1 367f  is  said  to  have  been  very  nu- 
to  manage  rebellion  with  more  Judgment  roerously  attended.  Leland,  i.  319.  We 
and  dexterity  than  their  elders,  their  ex-  find  indeed  an  act,  10  H.  7.  c.  23.,  an* 
perience    and  education   are  sufficient,  nulling  what  was  done  in  a  preceding 

6.  They  will  give  the  first  blow ;  which  parliament,  for  this  reason,  among  others, 
is  very  advantageous  to  them  that  will  that  the  writs  had  not  been  sent  to  all 
give  it  7.  The  quarrel  for  which  they  the  shires,  but  to  four  only.  Yet  it  ap- 
rebel  will  be  under  the  veil  of  religion  pears  that  the  writs  would  not  have  been 
and  liberty,  than  which  nothing  is  es-  obeyed  in  that  age. 
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boroughsy  in  order  to  balance  the  more  independent  repre- 
sentatives of  the  old  Anglo-Irish  families  by  die  English  re* 
tainers  of  the  court.  Yet  it  is  said  that  in  seventeen  conn- 
ties  out  of  thirty-two,  into  which  Ireland  was  finally  parcelled, 
there  was  no  town  that  returned  burgesses  to  parliament  before 
the  reign  of  James  L,  and  the  whole  number  in  the  rest  was 
but  about  thirty.*  He  created  at  once  forty  new  boroughs, 
or  possibly  rather  more ;  for  the  number  of  the  commons, 
in  1613,  appears  to  have  been  2S2,t  It  was  several  times 
afterwards  augmented,  and  reached  its  complement  of  300 
in  1692*  t  These  grants  of  the  elective  franchise  were  made, 
not  indeed  improvidently,  but  with  very  sinister  intents 
towards  the  freedom  of  parliament ;  two  thirds  of  an  Irish 
house  of  commons,  as  it  stood  in  the  eighteenth  century,  being 
returned  with  the  mere  farce  of  election  by  wretched  tenants 
of  the  aristocracy. 

The  province  of  Connaught,  with  the  adjoining  county  of 
Clare,  was  still  free  from  the  intrusion  of  English  colonists. 
The  Irish  had  complied,  both  under  Elizabeth  and  James, 
with  the  usual  conditions  of  surrendering  their  estates  to  the 
crown  in  order  to  receive  them  back  by  a  legal  tenure.  But, 
as  these  grants,  by  some  negligence,  had  not  been  duly  en- 
rolled in  Chancery  (though  the  proprietors  had  paid  large 
fees  for  that  security),  the  council  were  not  ashamed  to  sug- 
gest, or  the  king  to  adopt,  an  iniquitous  scheme  of  declaring 
the  whole  country  forfeited,  in  order  to  form  another  planta- 
tion as  extensive  as  that  of  Ulster.     The  remonstrances  of 


*  Speech  of  sir  John  Davis  (1612),  on  general     consents    and    approbations." 

the  parliamentary  constitution  of  Ireland,  P.  158.     Tlie  king's  mode  of  replying  to 

in  Appendix  to  Leiand,  vol.  iL  p.  490.,  this  constitutional  language  was  chaiac- 

with    the    latter*s    observations   on    it.  teristic.     "  What  is  it  to  you  whether  I 

Carte*s  Ormond,  i.  18.     Lord   Mount-  make  many  or  few  boroughs  ?    Mycoun- 

morrcs's  Hist,  of  Irish  Parliament.  cil  may  consider  the  fitness,  if  I  require 

f  In  the  letter  of  the  lords  of  the  pale  it.     But  what  if  I  had  created  40  noble- 

to  king  James  above  mentioned,  they  ex-  men  and  400  boroughs  ?     The  more  tlie 

press  their  apprehension  that  the  erecting  merrier,  the  fewer  the  better  cheer."    De- 

so  many  insignificant  places  to  the  rank  sid.  Cur.  Hib.  308. 

of  boroughs  was  with  the  view  of  bring-  f  Mountmorres,  L  166L      The   whole 

ing    on   fresh    penal    laws  in  religion;  •  number  of  peers  in  1634  was  122,  and 

**  and  so  the  general  scope  and  institution  those  present  in  parliament  th^it  year 

of  parliament  frustrated  ;  they  being  or-  were  66.     They  bod  the  priTiIc^  not 

dained  for  the  assurance  of  the  subjects  only  of  voting,  but  even  prote«»tuig  by 

not  to  be  pressed  with  any  new  edicts  or  .  proxy  ;  and  those  who  sent  none  were 

laws,  but  such  as  should  pass  with  their  sometimes  fined.     Id.  vol.  i.  31 6. 
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those  whom  such  a  project  threatened  put  a  present  stop  to 
it ;  and  Charles,  on  ascending  the  throne,  found  it  better  to 
hear  the  proposals  of  his  Irish  subjects  for  a  composition. 
After  some  time  it  was  agreed  between  the  court  charie.  l 
and  the  Irish  agents  in  London,  that  the  kingdom  ^^^l 
should  voluntarily   contribute    120,000/.  in   three  *''*^'****- 
years  by  equal  payments,  in  return  for  certain  graces,  as 
they  were  called,  which  the  king  was  to  bestow.     These 
went  to  secure  the  subject's  title  to  his  lands  against  the 
crown  after  sixty  years*  possession,  and  gave  the  people  of 
Connaught  leave  to  enrol  their  grants,  relieving  also  the  set- 
tlers in  Ulster  or  other  places  from  the  penalties  they  had 
incurred   by  similar  neglect.     The   abuses  of  the  council- 
chamber  in  meddling  with  private  causes,  the  oppression  of 
the  court  of  wards,  the  encroachments  of  military  authority, 
and  excesses  of  the  soldiers  were  restrained.     A  free  trade 
with  the  king's  dominions  or  those  of  friendly  powers  was 
admitted.     The  recusants  were  allowed  to  sue  for  livery  of 
their  estates  in  the  court  of  wards,  and  to  practise  in  courts 
of  law,  on  taking  an  oath  of  mere  allegiance  instead  of  that 
of  supremacy.     Unlawful   exactions  and   severities  of  the 
clergy  were  prohibited.     These  reformations  of  unquestion- 
able and  intolerable  evils,   as  beneficial  as  those  contained 
nearly  at  the  same  moment  in  the  Petition  of  Right,  would 
have  saved  Ireland  long  ages  of  calamity,  if  they  had  been 
as  faithfully  completed  as  they  seemed  to  be  graciously  con- 
ceded.    But  Charles  I.  emulated,  on  this  occasion, 
the  most  perfidious  tyrants.     It  had  been  promised  connm^ 
by  an  article  in  these  graces,  that  a  parliament  should 
be  held  to  confirm  them.     Writs  of  summons  were  accord- 
ingly issued  by  the  lord  deputy  ;  but  v^ath  no  consideration 
of  that  fundamental  rule  established  by  Poyning's  law,  that 
no  parliament  should  be  held   in  Ireland  until    the  king's 
licence  be  obtained.     This  irregularity  was  of  course  dis- 
covered in  England,  and  the  writs  of  summons  declared  to 
be  void.     It  would  have  been  easy  to  remedy  this  mistake, 
if  such  it  were,  by  proceeding  in  the  regular  course  with  a 
royal  licence.     But  this  was  withheld ;  no  parliament  was 
called  for  a  considerable  time  ;  and,  when  the  three  years 
had  elapsed  during  which  the  voluntary  contribution  had  been 

VOL.  II.  N  N 
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payable,  the  king  threatened  to  straiten  his  graces,  if  it  were 
not  renewed** 

He  had  now  placed  in  the  vice-royalty  of  Ireland  that 

star  of  exceeding  brightness,  but  sinister  influence, 
tratTonTr    the  wiUinfif  and  able  instrument  of  despotic  power, 

lord  Strafford.  In  his  eyes  the  country  he  governed 
belonged  to  the  crown  by  right  of  conquest ;  neither  the  ori- 
ginal natives,  nor  even  the  descendants  of  the  conquerors 
themselves,  possessing  any  privileges  which  could  interfere 
with  its  sovereignty.  He  found  two  parties  extremely  jealous 
of  each  other,  yet  each  loth  to  recognise  an  absolute  prero- 
gative, and  thus  in  some  measure  having  a  common  cause. 
The  protestants,  not  a  little  from  bigotry,  but  far  more  from 
a  persuasion  that  they  held  their  estates  on  the  tenure  of  a 
rigid  religious  monopoly,  could  not  endure  to  hear  of  a  toler- 
ation of  popery,  which,  though  originally  demanded,  was  not 
even  mentioned  in  the  king's  graces  ;  and  disapproved  the 
indulgence  shown  by  those  graces  to  recusants,  which  is  said 
to  have  been  followed  by  an  impolitic  ostentation  of  the 
Romish  worship,  t  They  objected  to  a  renewal  of  the  con- 
tribution, both  as  the  price  of  this  dangerous  tolerance  of  re- 
cusancy, and  as  debarring  the  protestant  subjects  of  their 
constitutional  right  to  grant  money  only  in  parliament. 
Wentworth,  however,  insisted  upon  its  payment  for  another 
year,  at  the  expiration  of  which  a  parliament  was  to  be 
called,  t 

*  Cartels  Ormond,  i.  48.      Leland,  ii.  religion,  so  long  as  it  be  without  scandal ; 

475.  et  post.  and  so  indeed  very  inconsiderate,  as  I 

•\  Leland,  iii.  4.  et  post.     A  vehement  conceive,  to  move  in  thu  latter,  till  that 

protestation  of  the  bishops  about   this  former  be  fully  settled,  and  by  that  means 

time,  with  Usher  at  their  head,  against  the  protestant  party  become  by  much  the 

any  connivance  at  popery,  is  a  disgrace  to  stronger,   which  in  truth  I  do  not  jH 

their  memory.     It  is  to  be  met  with  in  conceive  it  to  be.**  StraffI  Letters,  iU  39l 

many  books.     Strafford,  however,  was  fiw  He  says,  however,  and  I  believe  truly, 

from   any  real   liberality  of  sentiment  that  no  man  had  been  touched  for  con- 

His  abstinence  from  religious  persecution  science-sake  since  he  was  deputy.     Id. 

was  intended  to  be  temporary,  as  the  mo-  112.   Every  parish,  as  we  find  l>y  Bedell^ 

tives  whereon  it  was  founded.     **  It  will  Life,  had  its  priest  and  mass-houae ;  in 

6e  ever  far  forth  of  my  heart  to  conceive  some  places  mass  was  said  in  the  churches ; 

that  a  conformity  in  religion  is  not  above  the  Romish  bishops  exercised  their  juris- 

all  other  things  principally  to  be  intend-  diction,  which  was  folly  obeyed;  but  **tbe 

ed.     For  undoubtedly  till  we  be  brought  priests  were  grossly  ignorant  and  openly 

all  under  one  form  of  divine  service  the  scandalous,  both  for  drunkenness  and  aU 

crown  is  never  safe  on  this  side,  &c.    It  sort  of  lewdness."  P.  41.  76.    More  than 

were  too  much  at  once  to  distemper  them  ten  to  one  in  his  diocese,  the  county  of 

by  bringing  plantations  upon  them,  and  Cavan,  were  recusants. 

dbturbing  them  in  the  exercise  of  their  \  Some  of  the  council-board  having  in- 
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The  king  did  not  come  without  reluctance  into  this  last 
measure,  hating,  as  he  did,  the  very  name  of  parliament ;  but 
the  lord  deputy  confided  in  his  own  energy  to  make  it  in- 
noxious and  serviceable.  They  conspired  together  how  to 
extort  the  most  from  Ireland,  and  concede  the  least  j  Charles, 
in  truth,  showing  a  most  selfish  indifference  to  any  thing  but 
his  own  revenue,  and  a  most  dishonourable  unfaithfulness  to 
his  word.*  The  parliament  met  in  1634,  with  a  strong 
desire  of  insisting  on  the  confirmation  of  the  graces  they 
had  already  paid  for ;  but  Wentworth  had  so  balanced  the 
protestant  and  recusant  parties,  employed  so  skilfully  the 
resources  of  fair  promises  and  intimidation,  that  he  procured 
six  subsidies  to  be  granted  before  a  prorogation,  without  any 
mutual  concession  from  the  crown,  t  It  had  been  agreed  that 
a  second  session  should  be  held  for  confirming  the  graces  ; 
but  in  this,  as  might  be  expected,  the  supplies  having  been 
provided,  the  request  of  both  houses  that  they  might  receive 

timated  a  doubt  of  their  authority  to  bind  let  me  not  prove  a  Cassandra  amongst 

the  kingdom,  "  I  was  then  put  to  my  last  you,  to  speak  truth  and  not  be  believed, 

refuge,  which  was  plainly  to  declare  that  However,  speak  truth  I  will,  were  I  to 

there  was  no  necessity  which  induced  me  become  your  enemy  for  it.     Remember 

to  take  them  to  counsel  in  this  business,  therefore  that  I  tell  you,  you  may  easily 

for  rather  than  fail  in  so  necessary  a  duty  make  or  mar  this  parliament.  If  you  pro- 

to  my  master,  I  would  undertake,  upon  ceed  with  respect,  without  laying  clogs 

the  peril  of  my  head,  to  make  the  king's  and  conditions  upon  the  king,   as  wise 

army  able  to  subsist,  and  to  provide  for  men  and  good  subjects  ought  to  do,  you 

itself  amongst  them,  without  their  help.**  shall   infallibly  set   up   this  parliament 

Strafford  Letters,  i.  98.  eminent  to  posterity,  as  the  very  basis 

*  Id.  i.  183.     Carte,  61.  aAd  foundation  of  the  greatest  happiness 

f   The  protestants,  he  wrote  word,  had  and  prosperity  that  ever  befell  this  nation, 

a  majority  of  eight  in  the  commons.   He  But,  if  you  meet  a  great  king  with  nar- 

told  them, "  it  was  very  indifferent  to  him  row   circumscrit>ed  hearts,  if  you   will 

what  resolution  the  house  might  take ;  needs  be  wise   and  cautious  above  Ihe 

that  there  were  two  ends  he  had  in  view,  moon  [sic],  remember  again  that  I  tell 

andone  he  would  infiillibly  attain, — either  you,  you  shall  never  be  able  to  cast  your 

a  submission  of  the  people  to  his  majesty's  mists  before  the  eyes  of  a  discerning  king ; 

just  demands,  or  a  just  occasion  of  breach,  you  shall  be  found  out ;  your  sons  shall 

and  either  would  content  the  king  ;  the  wish  they  had  been  the  children  of  more 

first  was  undeniably  and  evidently  best  believing  parents ;  and  in  a  time  when 

for  them."    Id.  277, 278.     In  his  speech  you  look  not  for  it,  when  it  will  be  too 

to  the  two  houses,  he  said,  **  His  majesty  late  for  you  to  help,  the  sad  repentance  of 

expects  not  to  find  you  muttering,  or  to  an  unadvised  heart  shall  be  yours,  lasting 

name  it  more  truly,  mutinying  in  comers,  honour  shall  be  my  master's." 

I  am  commanded  to  carry  a  very  watchful  These  subsidies  were  reckoned  at  near 

eye  over  these  private  and  secret  conven-  41 ,0O(WL  each,  and  were  thus  apportioned : 

tides,  to  punish  the  transgression  with  a  Leinster  paid  lS,00(y.  (of  which  1000^. 

heavy  and  severe  hand;  therefore  it  be-  from  the  city  of  Dubl  in  ),Munster  11,000^, 

hoves  you   to    look   to   it'*      Id.  289.  Ulster     10,000/.,      Con  naught     6,800L 

**  Finally,**  he  concludes,  **  I  wish  you  Mountmorres,  ii.  16. 
had  a  right  judgment  in  all  things ;   yet 
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the  Stipulated  reward  met  with  a  cold  reception ;  and  ulti- 
mately the  most  essential  articles,  those  establishing  a  sixty 
years'  prescription  against  the  crown,  and  securing  the  titles 
of  proprietors  in  Clare  and  Connaught,  as  well  as  those  which 
relieved  the  catholics  in  the  court  of  wards  from  the  oath  of 
supremacy,  were  laid  aside.  Statutes,  on  the  other  hand, 
were  borrowed  from  England,  especially  that  of  uses,  i^hich 
cut  off  the  methods  they  had  hitherto  employed  for  evading 
the  law's  severity.* 

Strafford  had  always  determined  to  execute  the  project  of 
the  late  reign  with  respect  to  the  western  counties.  He  pro- 
ceeded to  hold  an  inquisition  in  each  county  of  Connau^t, 
and  summoned  juries  in  order  to  preserve  a  mockery  of  justice 
in  the  midst  of  tyranny.  They  were  required  to  find  the 
king's  title  to  all  the  lands,  on  such  evidence  as  could  be 
found  and  was  thought  fit  to  be  laid  before  them  ;  and  were 
told  that  what  would  be  best  for  their  own  interest  would  be 
to  return  such  a  verdict  as  the  king  desired,  what  would  be 
best  for  his,  to  do  the  contrary ;  since  he  was  able  to  establish 
it  without  their  consent,  and  wished  only  to  invest  them 
graciously  with  a  large  part  of  what  they  now  unlawfully 
withheld  from  him.  These  menaces  had  their  effect  in  all 
counties  except  that  of  Galway,  where  a  jury  stood  out  ob- 
stinately against  the  crown,  and  being  in  consequence,  as  well 
as  the  sheriff,  summoned  to  the  castle  in  Dublin,  were  sen- 
tenced to  an  enormous  fine.  Yet  the  remonstrances  of  the 
western  proprietors  were  so  clamorous  that  no  steps  were 
immediately  taken  for  carrying  into  effect  the  designed  plant- 
ation ;  and  the  great  revolutions  of  Scotland  and  England 
which  soon  ensued  gave  another  occupation  to  the  mind  of 
lord  Strafford,  t  It  has  never  been  disputed  that  a  more  uni- 
form administration  of  justice  in  ordinary  cases,  a  stricter 
coercion  of  outrage,  a  more  extensive  commerce,  evidenced 
by  the  augmentation  of  customs,  above  all,  the  foundation  of 

*  Irish  Statutes,  10  Car.  L  c.  I,  2,  3,  as  any  prince  in  the  whole  world  can  be ; 

&c.     Strafford  Letters,  i.  279. 312.     The  and  may  still  be,  if  it  be  not  spoiled  on 

king  expressly  approved  the  denial  of  the  that  side.** 

graces,  though  promised  formerly  by  him-        f  Strafford  Letters,  i.  353.  37a  402. 

self.     Id.  345.     Leland,  iii.  20.  442.  451.  454.  473. ;  iL  113,  139.  366. 

«« I  can  now  say,"  Stmfford  obserres,  Leland,  iii.  30.  39.     Carte,  82. 
(Id.  344.),  **  the  king  is  as  absolute  here 
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the  great  linen  manufacture  in  Ulster,  distinguished  the  period 
of  his  government.*  But  it  is  equally  manifest  that  neither 
the  reconcilement  of  parties,  nor  their  affection  to  the  English 
crown,  could  be  the  result  of  his  arbitrary  domination  ;  and 
that,  having  healed  no  wound  he  found,  he  left  others  to  break 
out  after  his  removal.  The  despotic  violence  of  this  minister 
towards  private  persons,  and  those  of  great  eminence,  is  in 
some  instances  well  known  by  the  proceedings  on  his  im- 
peachment, and  in  others  is  sufficiently  familiar  by  our  his- 
torical and  biographical  literature.  It  is  indeed  remarkable 
that  we  find  among  the  objects  of  his  oppression  and  insult 
all  that  most  illustrates  the  contemporary  annals  of  Ireland, 
the  venerable  learning  of  Usher,  the  pious  integrity  of  Bedell, 
the  experienced  wisdom  of  Cork,  and  the  early  virtue  of 
Oanricarde. 

The  parliament  assembled  by  Strafford  in  1640  began  with 
loud  professions  of  gratitude  to  the  king  for  the  excellent 
governor  he  had  appointed  over  them  ;  they  voted  subsidies 
to  pay  a  large  army  raised  to  serve  against  the  Scots,  and 
seemed  eager  to  give  every  manifestation  of  zealous  loyalty.t 
But  after  their  prorogation,  and  during  the  summer  of  tJiat 
year,  as  rapid  a  tendency  to  a  great  revolution  became  visible 
as  in  England ;  the  commons,  when  they  met  again,  seemed 
no  longer  the  same  men ;  and,  after  the  fall  of  their  great 
viceroy,  they  coalesced  with  his  English  enemies  to  consum- 
mate his  destruction.  Hate  long  smothered  by  fear,  but  in- 
flamed by  the  same  cause,  broke  forth  in  a  remonstrance  of 
the  commons  presented  through  a  committee,  not  to  the  king, 
but  a  superior  power,  the  long  parliament  of  England.  The 
two  houses  united  to  avail  themselves  of  the  advantageous 
moment,  and  to  extort,  as  they  very  justly  might,  from  the 
necessities  of  Charles  that  confirmation  of  his  promises  which 
had  been  refused  in  his  prosperity.  Both  parties,  catholic  as 
well  as  protestant,  acted  together  in  this  national  cause,  shun- 
ning for  the  present  to  bring  forward  those  differences  which 


*  It  is  however  true  that  he  discouraged        f  Leland,   iii.  51.     Strafford  himself 
the  woollen  manufacture,  in  order  to  keep     (ii.  397.)  speaks  highly  of  their  dispo- 
the  kingdom  more  dependent,  and  that    sition. 
this  was  part  of  his  motive  in  promoting 
the  other.     Strafford  Letters,  ii.  19. 
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were  not  the  less  implacable  for  being  thus  deferred.  The 
catalogue  of  temporal  grievances  was  long  enough  to  produce 
this  momentary  coalition :  it  might  be  groundless  in  some 
articles,  it  might  be  exaggerated  in  more,  it  might  in  many 
be  of  ancient  standing  ;  but  few  can  pretend  to  deny  that  it 
exhibits  a  true  picture  of  the  misgovemment  of  Ireland  at  all 
times,  but  especially  under  the  earl  of  Strafford.  The  king, 
in  May,  1641,  consented  to  the  greater  part  of  their  demands, 
but  unfortunately  they  were  never  granted  by  law.* 

But  the  disordered  condition  of  his  affairs  gave  encourage- 
ment to  hopes  far  beyond  what  any  parliamentary  remon- 
stances  could  realize ;  hopes  long  cherished  when  they  had 
seemed  vain  to  the  world,  but  such  as  courage,  and  bigotry, 
and  resentment  would  never  lay  aside.  The  court  of  Madrid 
had  not  abandoned  its  connexion  with  the  disafiected  Irish, 
especially  of  the  priesthood ;  the  son  of  Tyrone,  and  many 
followers  of  that  cause,  served  in  its  armies;  and  there  seems 
much  reason  to  believe  that  in  the  beginning  of  1641  the 
project  of  insurrection  was  formed  among  the  expatriated 
Irish,  not  without  the  concurrence  of  Spain,  and  perhs^s  of 
Richelieu.t     The  government  had  passed  from  the  vigorous 

*  Carte*s  Onnond,  100.  140.    Leland,  served  among  the  Irish  friars  Uiere,  a 

ill.  54.  et  post.     Mountmorres,  ii.   29.  whisper  was,  as  if  they  expected  a  re- 

A  remonstrance  of  the  commons  to  lord-  hellion  in  Ireland,  and  particularly  in 

deputy  Wandesford  against  various  griev-  Connaught.'*      Cartes*s  Ormond,  ilL  SOi 

ances  was  presented  7th  November,  1 640,  This  letter,  which  Carte  seems  to  have 

before  lord  Strafibrd  had  been  impeached,  taken  from  a  printed  book,  is  authenti- 

Id.  S9.     As  to  confirming  the  graces,  the  cated  in  Clarendon  State  Papers,  iL  HS. 

delay,  whether  it  proceeded  from  the  king  I  have  mentioned  in  another  part  of  this 

or  his  Irish  representatives,  seems  to  have  work.    Chap.  VIII.,    the     provocatidis 

caused  some  suspicion.  Lord  Clanricarde  which  might  have  induced  the  cabinet  of 

mentions  the  ill  consequences  that  might  Madrid  to  foment  disturbances  in  Charles^ 

result,  in  a  letter  to  lord  Bristol.   Cartels  dominions.     The  lords  justices  are  taxed 

Ormond,  iii.  40.  by  Carte  with  supineness  in  paying  no 

f  Sir  Henry  Vane  communicated  to  attention  to  this  letter,  vol.  L  166. ;  but 

the  lords  justices,  by  the  king*s  command,  how  he  knew  that  they  paid  none  seems 

March  1 6.  1 640-4 1 ,  that  advice  had  been  hard  to  say. 

received  and  con6rmed  by  the  ministers         Another  imputation  has  been  thrown 

in  Spain  and  elsewhere,  which  **  deserved  on  the  Irish  government  and  on  the  par- 

to  be  seriously  considered,  and  an  especial  liament,  for  objecting  to  permit  levies  to 

care  and  watchfulness  to  be  had  therein  :  be  made  for  the  Spanish  service  out  of 

that  of  late  there  have  passed  from  Spain  the  army  raised  by  Strafibrd,  and  dis- 

(and  the  like  may  well  have  been  from  banded  in  the  spring  of  1641,  which  the 

other  parts)  an  unspeakable  number  of  king  had  himself  proposed.     Carte,  i. 

Irish  churchmen  for  England  and  Ire-  iSS. ;  and  Leland,  82.,  who  follows  the 

land,  and  some  good  old  soldiers,  under  former  implicitly,  as  he  always    does. 

pretext  of  asking  leave  to  raise  men  for  The  event  indeed  proved  that  it  would 

the  king  of  Spain ;    whereas,  it  is  ob-  have  been  fiu*  safer  to  let  those  soldien^ 
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hands  of  Strafford  into  those  of  two  lords  justices,  sir  William 
Parsons  and  sir  John  Borlase,  men  by  no  means  equal  to  the 
critical  circumstances  wherein  they  were  placed,  though  pos- 
sibly too  severely  censured  by  those  who  do  not  look  at  their 
extraordinary  difficulties  with  sufficient  candour.  The  pri- 
mary causes  of  the  rebellion  are  not  to  be  found  in  their 
supineness  or  misconduct,  but  in  the  two  great  sins  of  the 
English  government ;  in  the  penal  laws  as  to  religion  which 
pressed  on  almost  the  whole  people,  and  in  the  systematic 
iniquity  which  despoiled  them  of  their  possessions.  They 
could  not  be  expected  to  miss  such  an  occasion  of  revolt ;  it 
was  an  hour  of  revolution,  when  liberty  was  won  by  arms, 
and  ancient  laws  were  set  at  nought ;  the  very  success  of 
their  worst  enemies,  the  covenanters  in  Scotland,  seemed  the 
assurance  of  their  own  victory,  as  it  was  the  reproach  of  their 
submission.* 

The  rebellion  broke  out,  as  is  well  known,  by  a  sudden 
massacre  of  the  Scots  and  English  in  Ulster,  de-  Rebellion 
signed  no  doubt  by  a  vindictive  and  bigoted  people  °''^^- 
to  extirpate  those  races,  and,  if  contemporary  authorities  are 
to  be  credited,  falling  little  short  of  this  in  its  execution. 
Their  evident  exaggeration  has  long  been  acknowledged ;  but 
possibly  the  scepticism  of  later  writers  has  extenuated  rather 
too  much  the  horrors  of  this  massacre.t     It  was  certainly 

chieBy  catholics,  enlist  under  a  foreign  more  vigorous,  though  less  elegant  his- 

banner;    but  consideriog  the  long  con-  torian,  is  Warner,  whose  impartiality  is 

nexion  of  Spain  with  that  party,  and  the  at  least  equal  to  Leland's,  and  who  may 

apprehension  always  entertained  that  the  perhaps,  upon   the  whole,  be  reckoned 

disaffected  might    acquire   military  ex-  the  best  modern  authority.     Sir   John 

perience  in  her  service,  the  objection  does  Templets  History  of  Irish  Rebellion,  and 

not  seem  so  very  unreasonable.  lord   Clanricarde's  Letters,  with  a  few 

*  The  fullest  writer  on  the  Irish  re-  more  of  less  importance,   are    valuable 

bellion  is  Carte,  in  his  Life  of  Ormond«  contemporary  testimonies, 

who  had  the  use  of  a  vast  collection  of  The  catholics  themselves  might  better 

documents    belonging    to     that    noble  leave  their  cause  to  Carte  and  Leland 

family;  a  selection  from  which  forms  his  than  excite  prejudices  instead  of  allaying 

third  volume.     But    he    is    extremely  them  by  such  a  tissue  of  misreprcsen- 

partial  against  all  who   leaned  to  the  tation  and  disingenuousness   as  Curry's 

parliamentary  or  puritan  side,  and  espe-  Historical  Account  of  the  Civil  Wars  in 

dally   the  lords    justices,  Parsons  and  Ireland. 

Borlase ;  which  renders  him,  to  say  the  f  Sir  John  Temple  reckons  the  number 

least,  a  very  fevourable  witness  for  the  of  protestants  murdered,  or  destroyed  in 

catholics.     Leland,  with  much  candour  some  manner,  from  the  breaking  out  of 

towards  the  latter,  but  a  good  deal  of  the  the  rebellion   in  October,   1641,  to  the 

same  prejudice  against  the  presby  terians,  cessation  in  September,   1 643,   at  three 

is  little  more  than  the  echo  of  Carte.     A  hundred  thousand,  an  evident  and  enor- 
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not  the  crime  of  the  catholics  generally;  nor,  perhaps,  in  the 
other  provinces  of  Ireland  are  they  chargeable  with  more 
cruelty  than  their  opponents.*     Whatever  may  have  been  the 

mous  exaggeration ;  so  that  the  first  edl-  tion.  Life  of  Ormond,  i.  175 — 177. 
tion  being  incorrectly  printed,  and  with  This  is  hardly  reconcilable  to  £ur  deal- 
numerals,  we  might  almost  suspect  a  ing.  Curry  endeavours  to  discredit 
cipher  to  have  been  added  by  mistake,  even  Warner's  very  moderate  estimate; 
p.  15.  (edit.  Maseres.)  Clarendon  says  andaffectstocallhim  inoneplaee,p.l84., 
forty  or  fifty  thousand  were  murdered  in  "  a  writer  highly  prejudiced  against 
the  first  insurrection.  Sir  William  Petty,  the  insurgents,**  which  is  grossly  fidse. 
in  his  Political  Anatomy  of  Ireland,  from  He  praises  Carte  and  Nalson,  the  only 
calculations  too  vague  to  deserve  con-  protestants  he  does  praise,  and  bestows 
fidence,  puts  the  number  massacred  at  on  the  latter  the  name  of  impartiaL  I 
thirty-seven  thousand.  Warner  has  scru-  wonder  he  does  not  say  that  no  one  pro- 
tinized  the  examinations  of  witnesses,  testant  was  murdered.  Dr.  Lingard  has 
taken  before  a  commission  appointed  in  lately  given  a  short  account  of  tbe  Ulster 
1643,  and  now  deposited  in  the  library  rebellion  (Hist,  of  England,  x.  154.), 
of  Trinity  College,  Dublin;  and,  finding  omitting  all  mention  of  the  massacre,  uhI 
many  of  the  depositions  unsworn,  and  endeavouring,  in  a  note  at  the  end  of  tbe 
others  founded  on  hearsay,  has  thrown  volume,  to  disprove,  by  mere  scraps  of 
more  doubt  than  any  earlier  writer  on  quotation,  an  event  of  such  notoriety, 
the  extent  of  the  massacre.  Upon  the  that  we  must  abandon  all  iaith  in  public 
whole,  he  thinks  twelve  thousand  lives  of  fame  if  it  were  really  unfounded, 
protestants  the  utmost  that  can  be  al-  *  Carte,  i.  253.  266. ;  iii.  51.  Leiand, 
lowed  for  the  direct  or  indirect  effects  of  154.  Sir  Charles  Coote  and  Sir  William 
the  rebellion,  during  the  two  first  years,  St.  Leger  are  charged  with  great  cruelties 
except  losses  in  war  (History  of  Irish  in  Munster.  The  catholic  confederates 
Rebellion,  p.  397.),  and  of  these  only  spoke  with  abhorrence  of  tbe  Ulster  mas- 
one  third  by  murder.  It  is  to  be  remark-  sacre.  Leland,  161.  Warner,  203.  Tbey 
ed,  however,  that  no  distinct  accounts  behaved,  in  many  parts,  with  humanity ; 
could  be  preserved  in  formal  depositions  nor  indeed  do  we  find  frequent  instances 
of  so  promiscuous  a  slaughter,  and  that  of  violence,  except  in  those  counties 
the  very  exaggerations  show  its  tremen-  where  the  proprietors  had  been  dispos- 
dous  nature.  The  Ulster  colony,  a  sessed.  [It  has  been  not  unfrequent  with 
numerous  and  brave  people,  were  evi-  Catholic  writers  to  allege  that  3000  Irifli 
dently  unable  to  make  head  for  a  con-  had  been  massacred  by  the  protestants  in 
siderable  time  against  the  rebels ;  which  Isle  Magee,  near  Carrio-fergus,  before 
could  hardly  have  been,  if  they  had  only  the  rebellion  broke  out.  Curry,  in  his 
lost  a  few  thousands.  It  is  idle  to  throw  grossly  unfair  History  of  the  Civil  Wars, 
an  air  of  ridicule  (as  is  sometimes  at-  and  Plowden,  in  his  not  less  unfidr,  and 
tempted)  on  the  depositions,  because  more  superficial,  Historical  Review  of 
they  are  mingled  with  some  fabulous  the  State  of  Ireland,  are  among  these; 
circumstances,  such  as  the  appearance  of  the  latter  having  been  misled,  or  afiect- 
the  ghosts  of  the  murdered  on  the  bridge  ing  to  be  persuaded,  by  a  passage  in  the 
at  Cavan;  which,  by  the  way,  is  only  appendix  to  Clarendon's  Historical  Ac- 
told,  in  the  depositions  subjoined  to  count  of  Irish  Affairs ;  which  appendix 
Temple,  as  the  report  of  the  place,  and  evidently  was  not  written  by  that  his- 
was  no  cold-blooded  fabrication,  but  the  torian  himself,  but  subjoined  by  some 
work  of  a  fancy  bewildered  by  real  hor*  one  to  the  posthumous  work.  Carte, 
rors.  though  he  seems  to  be  staggered  by  tbe 
Carte,  who  dwells  at  length  on  every  numbers,  gives  some  credit  to»  or  at 
circumstance  unfavourable  to  the  oppo-  least  states  as  not  improbable,  the  main 
site  party,  despatches  the  Ulster  massacre  fact,  that  this  massacre  occurred  ante- 
in  a  single  short  paragraph,  and  coolly  cedently  to  any  committed  by  the  Irish 
remarks,  that  there  were  not  many  mur-  themselves.  Life  of  Ormond,  L  188. 
ders,  **  congidering  the  nature  of  such  an  But  Leland  refers  to  the  original  depo- 
affair,**  in  the  first  week  of  the  insurrec-  sitions  in  Trinity  College,  Dublin,  whence 
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original  intentions  of  the  lords  of  the  pale,  or  of  the  Anglo- 
Irish  professing  the  old  religion  in  general  (which  has  been  a 
problem  in  history),  a  few  months  only  elapsed  before  they 
were  almost  universally  engaged  in  the  war.*  The  old  dis- 
tinctions of  Irish  and  English  blood  were  obliterated  by  those 
of  religion  ;  and  it  became  a  desperate  contention  whether  the 
majority  of  the  nation  should  be  trodden  to  the  dust  by  for- 
feiture and  persecution,  or  the  crown  lose  every  thing  beyond 
a  nominal  sovereignty  over  Ireland.  The  insurgents,  who 
might  once  perhaps  have  been  content  with  a  repeal  of  the 
penal  laws,  grew  naturally  in  their  demands  through  success, 
or  rather  through  the  inability  of  the  English  government  to 
keep  the  field,  and  began  to  claim  the  entire  establishment  of 
their  religion ;  terms  in  themselves  not  unreasonable,  nor 
apparently  disproportionate  to  their  circumstances,  and  which 
the  king  was,  in  his  distresses,  nearly  ready  to  concede,  but 

it  appears,  that  some  Scots  soldiers,  in  giving  any  appellation  to  the  rebels  vorse 

garrison  at  Carric-fergus,  sallied  out  in  than    that   of  discontented   gentlemen. 

January,  when  the  rebellion  was  at  its  Leland,  140.    See  too  Clanricarde's  I^t- 

height,  and  slaughtered  a  few  families  of  ters,  p.  S3,  &c     In  fact,  several  counties 

unoflTending  natives  in  Isle  Magee.     Le-  of  Leinster  and  Connaught  were  in  arms 

land,  iii.  129.     Dr.  Lingard,  it  must  in  before  the  pale. 

justice  be  added,   does  not  repeat  this  It  has  been  thought  by  some  that  the 

slander. — 1845.]  lords  justices  had  time  enough  to  have 

*  Cartcand  Leland  endeavour  to  show  quelled  the  rebellion  in  Ulster  before  it 

that  the  Irish  of  the  pale  were  driven  spread  fiirther.     Warner,  130.     Of  this, 

into  rebellion  by  the  distrust  of  the  lords  as  I  conceive,  we  should  not  pretend  to 

justices,  who  refused  to  furnish  them  with  judge  confidently.     Certain  it  is  that  the 

arms,  after  the  revolt  in  Ulster,  and  per-  whole  army  in  Ireland  was  very  small, 

mitted  the  parliament  to  sit  for  one  day  consisting   of  only    nine   hundred   and 

only,  in  order  to  publish  a  declaration  forty-three  horse,  and  two  thousand  two 

against  the  rebels.     But  the  prejudice  of  hundred  and  ninety-seven  foot.   Temple, 

these  writers  is  very  glaring.     Theinsur-  32.   Carte,  1 94.   I  think  sir  John  Temple 

rection  broke  out  in  Ulster,  October  23.  has  been  unjustly  depreciated ;   he  was 

1641  ;  and  in  the  beginning  of  December  master  of  the  rolls  in  Ireland  at  the  time, 

the    lords  of  the    pale   were   in  arms,  and  a  member  of  the  council, — no  bad 

Surely  this  affords  some  presumption  that  witness  for  what  passed  in  Dublin  ;  and 

Warner  has  reason  to  think  them  privy  to  he  makes  out  a  complete  justification  as 

the  rebellion,  or,  at  least,  not  very  averse  far  as  appears,   for  the  conduct  of  the 

to  it.    P.  146.     And  with  the  suspicion  lords  justices  and  council  towards  the 

that  might  naturally  attach  to  all  Irish  lords  of  the  pale  and  the  catholic  gentry, 

catholics,  could  Borlase  and  Parsons  be  Nobody  alleges  that  Parsons  and  Bor- 

censurable  for  declining  to  intrust  them  lase  were  men  of  as  much  energy  as  lord 

with  arms,  or  rather  for  doing  so  with  Strafford ;   but  those   who  sit  down  in 

some  caution?  Temple,  56.    If  they  had  their  closets,  like  Leland   and   Warner, 

acted  otherwise,  we  diould  certainly  have  more  than  a  century  afterwards,  to  lavish 

heard  of  their   incredible   imprudence,  tlie  most   indignant  contempt  on  their 

Again,  the  catholic  party  in  the  house  memory,  should  have  reflected  a  little  on 

of  commons  were  so  cold  in  their  loyalty,  the  circumstances, 
to  say  the  least,  that  they  objected  to 
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such  as  never  could  have  been  obtained  from  a  third  party,  of 
whom  they  did  not  sufficiently  think,  the  parliament  and 
people  of  England.  The  commons  had,  at  the  very  begin- 
ning of  the  rebellion,  voted  that  ail  the  forfeited  estates  of 
the  insurgents  should  be  allotted  to  such  as  should  aid  in 
reducing  the  island  to  obedience ;  and  thus  rendered  the  war 
desperate  on  the  part  of  the  Irish.*  No  great  efforts  were 
made,  however,  for  some  years  ;  but,  after  the  king's  person 
had  fallen  into  their  hands,  the  victorious  party  set  themselves 

in  earnest  to  effect  the  conquest  of  Ireland.  This 
of  tb?iri«h    was  achieved  by  Cromwell  and  his  powerful  army 

after  several  years,  with  such  bloodshed  and  rigour 
that,  in  the  opinion  of  lord  Clarendon,  the  sufferings  of  that 
nation,  from  the  outset  of  the  rebellion,  to  its  close,  have 
never  been  surpassed  but  by  those  of  the  Jews  in  their 
destruction  by  Titus. 

At  the  restoration  of  Charles  II.  there  were  in  Ireland  two 
Restoration  p^oplc,  ouc  cithcr  of  uativc,  or  old  English  blood, 
ofchari«ii.  ^jjg  ^^gj.  ^£  recent   settlement;  one  catholic,  the 

other  protestant ;  one  humbled  by  defeat,  the  other  insolent 
with  victory ;  one  regarding  the  soil  as  his  ancient  inherit- 
ance, the  other  as  his  acquisition  and  reward.  There  were 
three  religions ;  for  the  Scots  of  Ulster  and  the  army  of 
Cromwell  had  never  owned  the  episcopal  church,  which  for 
several  years  had  fallen  almost  as  low  as  that  of  Rome. 
There  were  claims,  not  easily  set  aside  on  the  score  of  right, 
to  the  possession  of  lands,  which  the  entire  island  could  not 
satisfy.  In  England,  little  more  had  been  necessary  than  to 
revive  a  suspended  constitution :  in  Ireland,  it  was  something 
beyond  a  new  constitution  and  code  of  law  that  was  required ; 
it  was  the  titles  and  boundaries  of  each  man's  private  estate 

*  *<  I  perceived  (says  Preston,  general  et  post.     The  letters  of  this  great  man, 

of  the  Irish,  writing  to  lord  Clanricarde),  perhaps  the  most  unstdlied  character  in 

that  the  catholic  religion,  the  rights  and  the  annals  of  Ireland,  and  certainly  moie 

prerogatives  of  his   majesty,  my  dread  so  than  even  his  illustrious  contemportfy, 

sovereign,  the  liberties  of  my  country,  and  the  duke  of  Ormond,  exhibit  the  struggles 

whether  there  should  be  an  Irishnum  or  of  a  noble  mind  between  love  of  bis  coun- 

no,  were  the  prizes  at  stake.*'    Carte,  iii.  try  and  his  religion  on   the  one  band, 

120.  Clanricarde  himself  expresses  to  the  loyalty  and  honour  on  the  other.   At  a 

king,  and  to  his  brother,  lord  Essex,  in  later  period  of  that   unhappy  war,  he 

January,  1642,  his  apprehension  that  the  thought  himself  able  to  conciliate  boih 

English  parliament  meant  to  make  it  a  principles, 
religious  war.    Clanricarde*s  Letters,  61. 


IbbjlamdJ  from    henry  VII.    TO    GEORGE  II.  555 

that  were  to  be  litigated  and  adjudged.  The  episcopal  church 
was  restored  with  no  delay,  as  never  having  been  abolished 
by  law ;  and  a  parliament  containing  no  catholics,  and  not 
many  vehement  non-conformists,  proceeded  to  the  great  work 
of  settling  the  struggles  of  opposite  claimants,  by  a  fresh  par- 
tition of  the  kingdom.* 

The  king  had  already  published  a  declaration  for  the  settle- 
ment of  Ireland,  intended  as  the  basis  of  an  act  of  ^ct  or 
parliament.  The  adventurers,  or  those  who,  on  the  •^**«™«"*- 
faith  of  several  acts  passed  in  England  in  164S,  with  the 
assent  of  the  late  king,  had  advanced  money  for  quelling  the 
rebellion,  in  consideration  of  lands  to  be  allotted  to  them  in 
certain  stipulated  proportions,  and  who  had,  in  general, 
actually  received  them  from  Cromwell,  were  confirmed  in  all 
the  lands  possessed  by  them  on  the  7th  of  May,  1659  >  and 
all  the  deficiencies  were  to  be  supplied  before  the  next  year. 
The  army  was  confirmed  in  the  estates  already  allotted  for 
their  pay,  with  an  exception  of  church  lands  and  some  others. 
Those  officers  who  had  served  in  the  royal  army  against  the 
Irish  before  1649  were  to  be  satisfied  for  their  pay,  at  least 
to  the  amount  of  five  eighths,  out  of  lands  to  be  allotted  for 
that  purpose.  Innocent  papists,  that  is,  such  as  were  not 
concerned  in  the  rebellion,  and  whom  Cromwell  had  arbi- 
trarily transplanted  into  Connaught,  were  to  be  restored  to 
their  estates,  and  those  who  possessed  them  to  be  indemnified. 
Those  who  had  submitted  to  the  peace  of  1648,  and  had  not 
been  afterwards  in  arms,  if  they  had  not  accepted  lands  in 
Connaught,  were  also  to  be  restored,  as  soon  as  those  who 
now  possessed  them  should  be  satisfied  for  their  expenses. 
Those  who  had  served  tlie  king  abroad,  and  thirty-six 
enumerated  persons  of  the  Irish  nobility  and  gentry,  were  to 
be  put  on  the  same  footing  as  the  last.  The  precedency  of 
restitution,  an  important  point  where  the  claims  exceeded 
the  means  of  satisfying  them,  was  to  be  in  the  order  above 
specified.! 

This  declaration  was  by  no  means  pleasing  to  all  concerned. 
The  loyal  officers,  who  had  served  before  1649>  murmured 
that  they  had  little  prospect  of  more  than  twelve  shillings 

*  Carte,  ii.  221.  Leland,420.  f  Carte,  ii.  216.  Leland,414. 
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and  sixpence  in  the  pound,  while  the  republican  army  of 
Cromwell  would  receive  the  full  value.     The  Irish  were 
more  loud  in  their  complaints ;  no  one  was  to  be  held  inno- 
cent who  had  been  in  the  rebel  quarters  before  the  cessation 
of  1643 ;  and  other  qualifications  were  added  so  severe  that 
hardly  any  could  expect  to  come  within  them.     In  the  house 
of  commons  the  majority,  consisting  very  much  of  the  new 
interests,  that  is,  of  the  adventurers  and  army,  were  in  favour 
of  adhering  to  the  declaration.     In  the  house  of  lords  it  was 
successfully  urged  that,  by  gratifying  the  new  men  to  the 
utmost,  no  fund  would  be  left  for  indemnifying  the  loyalists, 
or  the  innocent  Irish.     It  was  proposed  that,  if  the  lands  not 
yet  disposed  of  should  not  be  sufficient  to  satisfy  all  the  in- 
terests for  which  the  king  had  meant  to  provide   by  his 
declaration,  there  should  be  a  proportional  defalcation  out  of 
every  class  for  the  benefit  of  the  whole.     These  discu^ions 
were  adjourned  to  London,  where  delegates  of  the  different 
parties  employed  every  resource  of  intrigue  at  the  English 
court.    The  king's  bias  towards  the  religion  of  the  Irish  had 
rendered  him  their  friend ;  and  they  seemed,  at  one  time, 
likely  to  reverse  much  that  had  been  intended  against  them ; 
but  their  agents  grew  rash  with  hope,  assumed  a  tone  of 
superiority  which  ill  became  their  condition,  afiected  to  justify 
their  rebellion,  and  finally  so  much  disgusted  their  sovereign 
that  he  ordered  the  act  of  settlement  to  be  sent  back  mth 
little  alteration,   except  the  insertion  of  some  more   Irish 
nominees.* 

The  execution  of  this  act  was  intrusted  to  English  com- 
missioners, from  whom  it  was  reasonable  to  hope  for  an 
impartiality  which  could  not  be  found  among  the  interested 
classes.  Notwithstanding  the  rigorous  proofs  nominally  ex- 
acted, more  of  the  Irish  were  pronounced  innocent  than  the 
commons  had  expected ;  and  the  new  possessors  having  the 
sway  of  that  assembly,  a  clamour  was  raised  that  the  popish 
interest  had  prevailed ;  some  talked  of  defending  their  estates 
by  arms,  some  even  meddled  in  fanatical  conspiracies  against 
the  government ;  it  was  insisted  that  a  closer  inquisition 
should  be  made,  and  stricter  qualifications  demanded.     The 

•   Carte,  222.  et  post.     Inland,  420.  et  post 
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manifest  deficiency  of  lands  to  supply  all  the  claimants  for 
Mrhom  the  act  of  settlement  provided,  made  it  necessary  to 
resort  to  a  supplemental  measure,  called  the  act  of  explan- 
ation. The  adventurers  and  soldiers  relinquished  one  third 
of  the  estates  enjoyed  by  them  on  the  7th  of  May,  1659 • 
Twenty  Irish  nominees  were  added  to  those  who  were  to  be 
restored  by  the  king's  favour ;  but  all  those  who  had  not 
already  been  adjudged  innocent,  more  than  three  thousand  in 
number,  were  absolutely  cut  off  from  any  hope  of  restitution. 
The  great  majority  of  these  no  question  were  guilty;  yet 
they  justly  complained  of  this  confiscation  without  a  trial.* 
Upon  the  whole  result,  the  Irish  catholics  having  previously 
held  about  two  thirds  of  the  kingdom,  lost  more  than  one 
half  of  their  possessions  by  forfeiture  on  account  of  their 
rebellion.  If  we  can  rely  at  all  on  the  calculations,  made 
almost  in  the  infancy  of  political  arithmetic  by  one  of  its  most 
diligent  investigators,  they  were  diminished  also  by  much  more 
than  one  third  through  the  calamities  of  that  period,  t 

It  is  more  easy  to  censure  the  particular  inequalities,  or 

*  Carte,  258 — 316.     Leland,  431.  et  10,868,^9   acres,   returned  by  the  last 

post.  survey  of  Ireland,  the  Irish  papists  are 

-f  The  statements  of  lands  forfeited  and  possessed  but  of  2,04 1 , 1 08  acres,  which  is 
restored,  under  the  execution  of  the  act  of  but  a  small  matter  above  the  fifth  part  of 
settlement,  are  not  the  same  in  all  writers,  the  whole.'*  Part  ii.  p.  48.  But,  as  it 
Sir  William  Petty  estimates  the  super-  is  evidently  below  one  fifth,  there  must 
ficies  of  Ireland  at  10,500,000  Irish  acres  be  some  mistake.  It  appears  that  in  one 
(each  being  to  the  English  measure  of  these  sums  he  reckoned  the  whole  ex- 
nearly  as  thirteen  to  eight),  whereof  tent,  and  in  the  other  only  cultivable 
7,500,000  are  of  good  land,  the  rest  lands.  Lord  Clare,  in  his  celebrated 
being  moor,  bog,  and  lake.  In  1641,  speech  on  the  Union,  greatly  overrates  the 
the  estates  of  the  protestant  owners  and  confiscations.  [It  is  stated  in  the  £n- 
of  the  church  were  about  one  third  of  glish  Journals  of  Commons,  12th  Jan. 
these  cultivable  lands,  those  of  catholics  1694,  that  the  court'  of  claims  (that  is, 
two  thirds.  The  whole  of  the  latter  the  commissioners  appointed  as  in  the 
were  seized  or  sequestered  by  Cromwell  text)  allotted  4,560,037  acres  to  the 
and  the  parliament  After  summing  up  English,  2,323,809  to  the  Irish,  and  left 
the  allotments  made  by  the  commissioners  824,391  undisposed.  This,  by  supposing 
under  the  act  of  settlement,  he  concludes  the  last  to  have  been  afterwards  divided, 
that,  in  1672,  the  English,  protestants,  would  very  closely  tally  with  sir  William 
and  church,  have  5,140,000  acres,  and  Petty 's  estimate. — 1845.] 
the  papists  nearly  half  as  much.  Politi-  Petty  calculates  that  above  500,000  of 
cal  Anatomy  of  Ireland,  c  1.  In  lord  the  Irish  **  pcrbhed  and  were  wasted  by 
Orrery's  Letters,  J.  1 87.  et  post.,  is  a  the  sword,  plague,  fiimine,  hardship,  and 
statement,  which  seems  not  altogether  to  banishment,  between  the  2dd  day  of 
tally  with  sir  William  Petty *s  ;  nor  is  October  1641,  and  the  same  day  1652  ;  ** 
that  of  the  latter  clear  and  consistent  in  and  conceives  the  population  of  the  island 
all  its  computations.  Lawrence,  author  in  1641  to  have  been  nearly  1,500,000, 
of  '*  The  Interest  of  Ireland  Stated,"  a  including  protestants.  But  his  conjee- 
treatise   published   in    1682,    says,  **of  tures  are  prodigiously  vague. 
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even,  in  some  respects,  injusdoe  of  the  act  of  settlement,  than 
to  point  out  what  better  course  was  to  have  been  adopted 
The  re-adjustment  of  all  private  rights  after  so  entire  a 
destruction  of  their  landmarks  could  only  be  effected  by 
the  coarse  process  of  general  rules.  Nor  does  it  appear  that 
the  cathoUcs,  considered  as  a  great  mass,  could  reasonably 
murmur  against  the  confiscation  of  half  their  estates,  after  a 
civil  war  wherein  it  is  evident  that  so  large  a  proportion  of 
themselves  were  concerned.*'  Charles,  it  is  true,  had  not 
been  personally  resisted  by  the  insurgents ;  but,  as  chief  of 
Englmid,  he  stood  in  the  place  of  Cromwell,  and  equally  re- 
presented the  sovereignty  of  the  greater  island  over  the  lesser, 
which  under  no  form  of  government  it  would  concede. 
The  catholics,  however,  thought  themselves  oppressed  by 

the  act  of  settlement;  and  could  not  forgive  the 
catb^ia  ^  duke  of  Ormond  for  his  constant  regard  to  the  pro- 
g^and    testant  interests,  and  the  supremacy  of  the  English 

crown.  They  had  enough  to  encourage  them  in  the 
king's  bias  towards  their  religion,  which  he  was  able  to  mani- 
fest more  openly  than  in  England.  Under  the  administration 
of  lord  Berkely  in  I67O,  at  the  time  of  Charles's  conspiracy 
with  the  king  of  France  to  subvert  religion  and  liberty,  they 
began  to  menace  an  approaching  change,  and  to  aim  at  t^ 
voking,  or  materially  weakening,  the  act  of  setdement.  TTie 
most  bigoted  and  insolent  of  the  popish  clergy,  who  had 
lately  rejected  with  indignation  an  offer  of  more  reasonable 
men  to  renounce  the  tenets  obnoxious  to  civil  governments, 
were  countenanced  at  Dublin  ;  but  the  first  alarm  of  the  new 
proprietors,  as  well  as  the  general  apprehension  of  the  court's 
designs  in  England,  soon  rendered  it  necessary  to  desist  from 
the  projected  innovations,  t  The  next  reig^,  of  course,  re- 
animated the  Irish  party ;  a  dispensing  prerogative  set  aside 
all  the  statutes ;  every  civil  office,  the  courts  of  justice,  and 
the  privy  council,  were  filled  with  catholics  j  the  protestant 
soldiers  were  disbanded ;   the  citizens  of  that  religion  were 

*  Petty  is  as  ill  satisBed  with  the  restor-  by  at  least  one  fifth.     Of  those  adjudged 

ation  of  lands  to  the  Irish,  as  they  could  innocents,  not  one  in  twenty  were  really 

be  with  the  confiscations.     **  Of  all  that  so." 

claimed   innocency,   seven  in  eight  ob-        f  Carte,  iL  414.  et  post  Lelaud,  45S. 

taincd  it.      The   restored  persons  have  et  post, 
more  than  what  was  their  own  in  1641, 
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disarmed ;  the  tithes  were  withheld  from  their  clergy ;  they 
ivere  suddenly  reduced  to  feel  that  bitter  condition  of  a  con- 
quered and  proscribed  people,  which  they  had  long  rendered 
the  lot  of  their  enemies.*     From  these  enemies,  exasperated 
by  bigotry  and  revenge,  they  could  have  nothing  but  a  full 
and  exceeding  measure  of  retaliation  to  expect ;  nor  had  they 
even  the  last  hope  that  an  English  king,  for  the  sake  of  his 
crown    and  country,   must  protect  those  who  formed  the 
strongest  link  between  the  two  islands.     A  man  violent  and 
ambitious,  without  superior  capacity,  the  earl  of  Tyrconnel, 
lord  lieutenant  in  1687,  and  commander  of  the  army,  looked 
only  to  his  master's  interests,  in  subordination  to  those  of  his 
countrymen,  and  of  his  own.     It  is  now  ascertained  that, 
doubtful  of  the  king's  success  in  the  struggle  for  restoring 
popery  in  England,  he  had  made  secret  overtures  to  some  of 
the  French  agents  for  casting  off  all  connexion  with  that 
kingdom,  in  case  of  James's  death,  and,  with  the  aid  of 
Louis,   placing  the  crown  of  Ireland  on  his  own  head.t 
The  revolution  in  England  was  followed  by  a  war  warof  i689, 
in  Ireland  of  three  years'  duration,  and  a  war  on  Sdurtion  of 
both  sides,  like  that  of  1641,  for  self-preservation.  ''****"'*• 
In  the  parliament  held  by  James  at  Dublin,  in  1690,  the  act 
of  settlement  was  repealed,  and  above  SOOO  persons  attainted 
by  name ;  both,  it  has  been  said,  perhaps  with  little  truth, 
against  the  king's  will,  who  dreaded  the  impetuous  nationality 
that  was  tearing  away  the  bulwarks  of  his  throne,  t     But  the  * 
magnanimous  defence  of  Derry  and  the  splendid  victory  of 
the  Boyne  restored  the  protestant  cause ;  though  the  Irish, 
with  the  succour  of  French  troops,  maintained  for  two  years 
a  gallant  resistance,  they  could  not  ultimately  withstand  the 
triple  superiority  of  military  talents,  resources,  and  discipline. 
Their  bravery,   however,   served  to   obtain   the   articles  of 

*  Leland,   493.    et   post       Mazure,  at    Chesteri   in   the  month  of  October, 

Hist  de  la  R^rolut  ii.  113.  1687.     Tyrconnel  undertook  that  in  less 

t  M.  Maxure  has  brought  this  remark-  than  a  year  every  thing  should  be  pre- 

able  fact  to  light.     Bonrepos,  a  French  pared.     Id.  ii.  281.  288. ;  iii.  430. 

emissary  in  England*  was  authorised  by  \  Leland,  537.     This  seems  to  rest  on 

his  court  to  proceed  in  a  negotiation  with  the  authority  of  Leslie,  which  is  by  no 

Tyrconnel  for  the  separation  of  the  two  means  good.     Some  letters  of  Barillon, 

islands,  in  case  that  a  protestant  should  in  1 687,  show  that  James  had  intended 

succeed  to  the  crown  of  England.     He  the  repeal  of  the  act  of  settlement    Dal- 

had  accordingly  a  private  interview  with  rymple,  257.  263. 
a  confidential  agent  of  the  lord  lieutenant 
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Limerick  on  the  surrender  of  that  city ;  conceded  by  dieir 
noble-minded  conqueror,  against  the  disposition  of  those  who 
longed  to  plunder  and  persecute  their  fallen  enemy.  By  the 
first  of  these  articles,  *^  the  Roman  catholics  of  this  kingdom 
shall  enjoy  such  privileges  in  the  exercise  of  their  religion  as 
are  consistent  with  the  laws  of  Ireland,  or  as  they  did  enjoy 
in  the  reign  of  king  Charles  II. ;  and  their  mf^sdes,  as  soon 
as  their  affairs  will  permit  them  to  summon  a  parliament  in 
this  kingdom,  will  endeavour  to  procure  the  said  Roman 
catholics  such  further  security  in  that  particular  as  may  pre- 
serve them  from  any  disturbance  upon  the  account  of  their 
said  religion."  The  second  secures  to  the  inhabitants  of 
Limerick  and  other  places  then  in  possession  of  the  Irish, 
and  to  all  officers  and  soldiers  then  in  arms,  who  should 
return  to  their  majesties'  obedience,  and  to  all  such  as  should 
be  under  their  protection  in  the  counties  of  Limerick,  Kerry, 
Clare,  Galway,  and  Mayo,  all  their  estates,  and  all  their 
rights,  privileges,  and  immunities,  which  they  held  in  the 
reign  of  Charles  II.,  free  from  all  forfeitures  or  outlawries 
incurred  by  them.* 

This  second  article,  but  only  as  to  the  garrison  of  Li- 
merick or  other  persons  in  arms,  is  confirmed  by  statute 
some  years  afterwards.t  The  first  article  seems,  however, 
to  be  passed  over.  The  forfeitures  on  account  of  the  rebel- 
lion, estimated  at  1,060,792  acres,  were  somewhat  dimi- 
nished by  restitutions  to  the  ancient  possessors  under  the 
capitulation ;  the  greater  part  were  lavishly  distributed  to 
English  grantees.^  It  appears  from  hence  that  at  the  end 
of  the  seventeenth  century,  the  Irish  or  Anglo- Irish  catholics 
could  hardly  possess  above  one  sixth  or  one  seventh  of 
the  kingdom.  §  They  were  still  formidable  from  their  num- 
bers and  their  sufferings ;  and  the  victorious  party  saw  no 
security  but  in  a  system  of  oppression,  contained  in  a  series 

*  See  the  articles  at  length  in  Leland,  reckoned  in  these  alone,  they  may  have 

619.     Those  who  argue  from  the  treaty  retained  about  one  fifth.     As  their  free- 

of  Limerick  against  any  political  disabi-  hold  property  at  the  time  of  the  union 

lities  subsisting  at  present  do  injury  to  a  was  very  much  less  than  this,  we  must 

good  cause.  —  [1827.1  attribute  the  difference,  partly  to  the 

f  Irish  Stat.  9  Will.  3.  c.  2.  couTersion  of  the  wealthier  fiunilies,  and 

f  Pari.  Hist.  v.  1202.  partly  to  the  pressure  of  thep«na]  Uws, 

§  [Vide  supra.      But  of   cultirable  which  induced  men  to  sell  their  landsL 

lands,     if    their    forfeitures  are  to  be  — 1845.] 
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of  laws  during  the  reigns  of  William  and  Anne,  which  have 
scarce  a  parallel  in  European  history,  unless  it  be  that  of  the 
protestants  in  France,  ^ter  the  revocation  of  the  edict  of 
Nantes,  who  yet  were  but  a  feeble  minority  of  the  whole 
people.     No  papist  was  allowed  to  keep  a  school,  or  to  teach 
any  in  private  houses,  except  the  children  of  the  family.* 
Severe  penalties  were  denounced  against  such  as  should  go 
themselves  or  send  others  for  education  beyond  seas  in  the 
Romish  religion  ;  and,  on  probable  information  given  to  a 
magistrate,  the  burden  of  proving  the  contrary  was  thrown 
on  the  accused ;  the  offence  not  to  be  tried  by  a  jury,  but  by 
justices  at  quarter  sessions.!     Intermarriages  between  per- 
sons of  different  rehgion,  and  possessing  any  estate  in  Ireland, 
were  forbidden  ;  the  children  in  case  of  either  parent  being 
protestant,  might  be  taken  from  the  other,  to  be  educated  in 
that  faith.t     No  papist  could  be  guardian  to  any  child ;  but 
the  court  of  chancery  might  appoint  some  relation  or  other 
person  to  bring  up  the  ward  in  the  protestant  religion.  §    The 
eldest  son,  being  a  protestant,  might  turn  his  father's  estate 
in  fee  simple  into  a  tenancy  for  life,  and  thus  secure  his  own 
inheritance.     But  if  the  children  were  all  papists,  the  father's 
lands  were  to  be  of  the  nature  of  gavelkind,  and  descend 
equally  among  them.    Papists  were  disabled  from  purchasing 
lands  except  for  terms  of  not  more  than  thirty-one  years,  at 
a  rent  not  less  than  two  thirds  of  the  full  value.     They  were 
even  to  conform  within  six  months  after  any  title  should 
accrue  by  descent,  devise,  or  settlement,  on  pain  of  forfeiture 
to  the  next  protestant  heir  ;  a  provision  which  seems  intended 
to  exclude  them  from  real  property  altogether,  and  to  render 
the  others  almost  supererogatory.  ||     Arms,  says  the  poet, 
remain  to  the  plundered ;  but  the  Irish  legislature  knew  that 
the  plunder  would  be  imperfect  and  insecure  while  arms  re- 
mained ;  no  papist  was  permitted  to  retain  them,  and  search 
might  be  msuie  at  any  time  by  two  justices.^     The  bare 
celebration  of  catholic  rites  was  not  subjected  to  any  fresh  pe- 
nalties ;  but  regular  priests,  bishops,  and  others  claiming  ju- 
risdiction, and  all  who  should  come  into  the  kingdom  from 

•  7  Win.  3.  c  4.  59  Will.  3.  c.  3.     2  Anne,  c.  6. 

t  Id.  II   Id. 

I  9  Will.  3.  c.  3.     2  Anne,  c.  6.  <f  7  W.  3.  c.  5. 

VOL.  II.  O  O 
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foreign  parts,  were  banished  on  pain  of  transportation,  in 
case  of  neglecting  to  comply,  and  of  high  treason  in  case  of 
returning  from  banishment.  Lest  these  provisions  should 
be  evaded,  priests  were  required  to  be  registered ;  they  were 
forbidden  to  leave  their  own  parishes;  and  rewards  were 
held  out  to  informers  who  should  detect  the  violations  of 
these  statutes,  to  be  levied  on  the  popish  inhabitants  of  the 
country.*  To  have  exterminated  the  catholics  by  the  sword, 
or  expelled  them,  like  the  M oriscoes  of  Spain,  would  have 
been  little  more  repugnant  to  justice  and  humanity,  but  in- 
comparably more  politic. 

It  may  easily  be  supposed,    that  no  political  privileges 

would  be  left  to  those  who  were  thus  debarred  of 
of  the  mS  the  common  rights  of  civil  society.  The  Irish  par- 
i^int^*  liament  had  never  adopted  the  act  passed  in  the  5th 

of  Elizabeth,  imposing  the  oath  of  supremacy  on 
the  members  of  the  commons.  It  had  been  full  of  catholics 
under  the  queen  and  her  two  next  successors.  In  the  second 
session  of  1641,  after  the  flames  of  rebellion  had  envel<^ped 
almost  all  the  island,  the  house  of  commons  were  induced  to 
exclude,  by  a  resolution  of  their  own,  those  who  would  not 
take  that  oath ;  a  step  which  can  only  be  judged  in  connexion 
with  the  general  circumstances  of  Ireland  at  that  awful 
crisis.t  In  the  parliament  of  l66l,  no  catholic,  or  only  one, 
was  returned  t;  but  the  house  addressed  the  lords  justices  to 
issue  a  commission  for  administering  the  oath  of  supremacy 
to  all  its  members.  A  bill  passed  the  commons  in  1663, 
for  imposing  that  oath  in  future,  which  was  stopped  by  a 
prorogation ;  and  the  duke  of  Ormond  seems  to  have  been 
adverse  to  it.  §  An  act  of  the  English  parliament  after  the 
revolution,  reciting  that  ^^ great  disquiet  and  many  dangerous 
attempts  have  been  made  to  deprive  their  majesties  and  their 
royal  predecessors  of  the  said  realm  of  Ireland  by  the  liberty 
which  the  popish  recusants  there  have  had  and  taken  to  sit 
and  vote  in   parliament,*'  requires   every  member   of  both 

*  9  W.  3.  e.  1.      S  Aime,  c  S.  s.  7.         |  Leland  says  none ;  but  by  lord  Or- 

8  Anne,  c.  3.  rery's  letters,  i.  35.,  it  appesis  that  ooa 

f  Carte's  Ormond,  i.  328.     Warner,  papist  and  one  anabaptist  were  choi 

212.     These  writers  censure  the  measure  for  that  parliament,  both  from  Tuam. 
as  illegal  and  impolitic.  §  Mountmorres,  i.  158. 
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houses  of  parliament  to  take  the  new  oaths  of  allegiance  and 
supremacy,  and  to  subscribe  the  declaration  against  transub- 
stantiation  before  taking  his  seat.*  This  statute  was  adopted 
and  enacted  by  the  Irish  parliament  in  I78S,  after  they  had 
renounced  the  legislative  supremacy  of  England  under  which 
it  had  been  enforced.  The  elective  franchise,  which  had 
been  rather  singularly  spared  in  an  act  of  Anne,  was  taken 
away  from  the  Roman  catholics  of  Ireland  in  171^^;  or,  as 
some  think,  not  absolutely  till  1727«t 

These  tremendous  statutes  had  in  some  measure  the  effect 
which  their  Cramers  designed.  The  wealthier  families, 
against  whom  they  were  principally  levelled,  conformed  in 
many  instances  to  die  protestant  church,  t  The  catholics  were 
extinguished  as  a  political  body;  and,  though  any  willing 
allegiance  to  the  house  of  Hanover  would  have  been  mon- 
strous, and  it  is  known  that  their  bishops  were  constantly 
nominated  to  the  pope  by  the  Stuart  princes  §,  they  did  not 
manifest  at  any  period,  or  even  during  the  rebellions  of  171^ 
and  17^9  the  least  movement  towards  a  disturbance  of  the 
government.  Yet  for  thirty  years  after  the  accession  of 
George  I.  they  continued  to  be  insulted  in  public  proceedings 
under  the  name  of  the  common  enemy,  sometimes  oppressed 
by  the  enactment  of  new  statutes,  or  the  stricter  execution  of 
the  old ;  till  in  the  latter  years  of  George  II.  their  peaceable 
deportment,  and  the  rise  of  a  more  generous  spirit  among 
the  Irish  protestants,  not  only  sheathed  the  fangs  of  the  law, 
but  elicited  expressions  of  esteem  from  the  ruling  powers, 
which  they  might  justly  consider  as  the  pledge  of  a  more 
tolerant  policy.     The  mere  exercise  of  their  religion  in  an 

*  Mountmorres,  i.  158.      3  W.  &  M.  the  top  to  the  bottom,  is  almost  wholJy  in 

c  2.  the  hands  of  these  converts." 

f  Ibid.  i.  163.     Plowden*s  Hist.  Re-         §  Evidence  of  State  of  Ireland  in  Ses- 

view  of  Ireland,  i.  263.      I1ie  terrible  sions  of  1824  and  1825,  p.  3 25.  (as  printed 

act  of  the   second  of  Anne  prescribes  for  Murray).     In  a  letter  of  the  year 

only  the  oaths  of  allegiance  and  abjur-  1755,  from  a  clergyman   in  Ireland  to 

ation  for  voters  at  elections,  §  24.  archbishop  Herring,  in  the  British  Mu- 

t  Such  conversions  were  naturally  dis-  seum  (Sloane  MSS.  4164.  11.),  this  is 
trusted.  Boulter  expresses  alarm  at  the  also  stated.  The  writer  seems  to  object 
number  of  pseudo-protestants  who  prac-  to  a  repeal  of  the  penal  laws,  which  the 
tised  the  law ;  and  a  bill  was  actually  catholics  were  supposed  to  be  attempt- 
passed  to  disable  any  one,  who  had  not  ing ;  and  says  they  had  the  exercise  of 
professed  that  religion  for  five  years,  from  their  religion  as  openly  as  the  protestants, 
acting  as  a  barrister  or  solicitor.  Letters,  and  monasteries  in  many  places, 
i.  226.     •*  The  practice  of  the  law,  from 

O  o   S2 
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obscure  manner  had  long  been  permitted  without  molesta- 
tion.* 

Thus  in  Ireland  there  were  three  nations,  the  original  na- 
tives, the  Anglo- Irish,  and  the  new  English  ;  the  two  former 
catholic,  except  some,  chiefly  of  the  upper  classes,  who  had 
conformed  to  the  church  ;  the  last  wholly  protestant.  There 
were  three  religions,  the  Roman  catholic,  the  established  or 
Anglican,  and  the  presbyterian ;  more  than  one  half  of  the 
protestants,  according  to  the  computation  of  those  times,  be- 
longing to  the  latter  denomination.t  These,  however,  in  a 
less  degree  were  under  the  ban  of  the  law  as  truly  as  the 
catholics  themselves ;  they  were  excluded  from  all  civil  and 
miUtary  offices  by  a  test  act,  and  even  their  religious  meet- 
ings were  denounced  by  penal  statutes.  Yet  the  house  of 
commons  after  the  revolution  always  contained  a  strong  pres- 
byterian body,  and  being  unable,  as  it  seems,  to  obtain  an  act 
of  indemnity  for  those  who  had  taken  commissions  in  the 
militia,  while  the  rebellion  of  1715  was  raging  in  Great  Bri- 
tain, had  recourse  to  a  resolution,  that  whoever  should  prose- 
cute any  dissenter  for  accepting  such  a  commission  is  an 
enemy  to  the  king  and  the  protestant  interest,  t  They  did 
not  even  obtain  a  legal  toleration  till  17^*  §  It  seems  as  if 
the  connexion  of  the  two  islands,  and  the  whole  system  of 
constitutional  laws  in  the  lesser,  subsisted  only  for  the  sake 
of  securing  the  privileges  and  emoluments  of  a  small  number 
of  ecclesiastics,  frequently  strangers,  who  rendered  very  little 
return  for  their  enormous  monopoly.  A  great  share,  in  fact, 
of  the  temporal  government  under  Greorge  11.  was  thrown  suc- 
cessively into  the  hands  of  two  primates,  Boulter  and  Stone  ; 
the  one  a  worthy  but  narrow-minded  man,  who  showed  his 
egregious  ignorance  of  policy  in  endeavouring  to  promote  the 
wealth  and  happiness  of  the  people,  whom  he  at  the  same 

*  Plowden*8    Historical     Review   of  niajority  of  protestants  in  Ireland ;  but 

State  of  Ireland,  vol.  i.  passim.  their  proportion  has  probably  diminished 

f  Sir  William  Petty,  in  1672,  reckons  since  the  beginning  of  the  eighteenth 

the  inhabitants  of  Ireland  at  1,100,000;  century.     [It  appears  by  a  late  ceaaoM, 

of  whom  200,000  English,  and  100,000  in   1837,   that    the    established   cbnich 

Scots ;   above  half  the  former  being  of  reckoned  near  800^000  souls,  the  presby- 

the  established  church.     Political  Ana-  terians  660,000 ;  the  catholioi  were  above 

tomy  of  Ireland,  chap.  ii.     It  is  some-  six  millions. — 1845.] 

times  said  in  modern  times,  though  er-  f  Plowden,  243. 

roneously,  that  the  presbyterians  form  a  §  Irish  Stat.  6  G.  I.  c  5. 
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time  studied  to  depress  and  discourage  in  respect  of  political 
freedom  ;  the  other  an  able,  but  profligate  and  ambitious 
statesman,  whose  name  is  mingled,  as  an  object  of  odium  and 
enmity,  with  the  first  great  struggles  of  Irish  patriotism. 

The  new  Irish  nation,  or  rather  the  protestant  nation,  since 
all  distinctions  of  origin  have,  from  the  time  of  the  great  re- 
bellion, been  merged  in  those  of  religion,  partook  in  large 
measure  of  the  spirit  that  was  poured  out  on  the  advocates  of 
liberty  and  the  revolution  in  the  sister  kingdom.  Their  par- 
liament was  always  strongly  whig,  and  scarcely  manageable 
during  the  later  years  of  the  queen.  They  began  to  assimi- 
late themselves  more  and  more  to  the  English  model,  and  to 
cast  off  by  degrees  the  fetters  that  galled  and  degraded  them. 
By  Pojming*s  celebrated  law,  the  initiative  power  was  re- 
served to  the  English  council.  This  act,  at  one  time  popular 
in  Ireland,  was  afterwards  justly  regarded  as  destructive  of 
the  rights  of  their  parliament,  and  a  badge  of  the  nation's 
dependence.  It  was  attempted  by  the  commons  in  1641, 
and  by  the  catholic  confederates  in  the  rebellion,  to  procure 
its  repeal ;  which  Charles  I.  steadily  refused,  till  he  was 
driven  to  refuse  nothing.  In  his  son's  reign,  it  is  said 
that  **  the  council  framed  bills  altogether  ;  a  negative  alone 
on  them  and  their  several  provisoes  was  left  to  parliament ; 
only  a  general  proposition  for  a  bill  by  way  of  address  to  the 
lord  lieutenant  and  council  came  from  parliament ;  nor  was 
it  till  after  the  revolution  that  heads  of  bills  were  presented  ; 
these  last  in  fact  resembled  acts  of  parliament  or  bills,  with 
only  the  small  difference  of  *  We  pray  that  it  may  be 
enacted,'  instead  of  <  Be  it  enacted.' "  *  They  assumed  about 
the  same  time  the  examination  of  accounts,  and  of  the  expen- 
diture of  public  money,  t 

Meanwhile,  as  they  gradually  emancipated  themselves  from 
the  ascendancy  of  the  crown,  they  found  a  more  formidable 
power  to  contend  with  in  the  English  parliament.  It  was 
acknowledged,  by  all  at  least  of  the  protestant  name,  that 
the  crown  of  Ireland  was  essentially  dependent  on  that  of 

*  Mountmorres,  iL  142.  As  one  house  of  conferences,  which  were  consequently 

could  not  regularly  transmit   heads  of  much  more  usual  than  in  England.     Id. 

bills  to  the  other,  the  advantage  of  a  joint  1 79. 

recommendation  was  obtained  by  means  j*  Id.  1 84. 
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England,  and  subject  to  any  changes  that  might  affect  the 
succession  of  the  latter.     But  the  question  as  to  the  subor- 
dination of  her  legislature   was  of  a  different  kind*     The 
precedents  and  audiorities  of  early  ages  seem  not  decisive ; 
so  far  as  they  extend,  they  rather  countenance  the  opinion 
that  English  statutes  were  of  themselves  valid  in  Ireland* 
But  from  the  time  of  Henry  VI.  or  Edward  IV.  it  was  cer- 
tainly established  that  they  had  no  operation,  unless  enacted 
by  the  Irish  parliament.*     This  however  would  not  legally 
prove  that  they  might  not  be  binding,  if  express  words  to 
that  effect  were  employed ;  and  such  was  the  doctrine  of  lord 
Coke  and  of  other  English  lawyers.     This  came  into  dis- 
cussion about  the  eventful  period  of  1641.     The  Irish  in 
general  protested  against  the  legislative  authority  of  England, 
as  a  novel  theory  which  could  not  be  maintained  t ;  and  two 
treatises  on  the  subject,  one  ascribed  to  lord  chancellor  Bol- 
ton, or  more  probably  to  an  eminent  lawyer,  Patrick  Darcy, 
for  the  independence  of  Ireland,  another,  in  answer  to  it, 
by  Serjeant  Mayart,  may  be  read  in  the  Hibemica  of  Har- 
ris.t     Very  few  instances  occurred  before  the  revolution, 
wherein  the  English  parliament  thought  fit  to  include  Ireland 
in  its  enactments,  and  none  perhaps  wherein  they  were  carried 
into  effect.     But  after  the  revolution  several  laws  of  great 
importance  were  passed  in  England  to  bind  the  other  king- 
dom, and  acquiesced  in  without  express  opposition  by  its  par- 
liament.    Molyneux,   however,  in  his  celebrated  **Case  of 
Ireland's  being  bound  by  Acts  of  Parliament  in  England 
stated,*'  published  in  16979  set  up  the  claim  of  his  country 
for  absolute  legislative  independency.     The  house  of  com- 
mons at  Westminster  came  to  resolutions  against  this  book ; 
and,  with  their  high  notions  of  parliamentary  sovereignty, 
were  not  likely  to  desist  from  a  pretension  which,  Uke  the 
very  similar  claim  to  impose  taxes  in  America,  sprung  in 
fact  from  the  semi-republican  scheme  of  constitutional  law 
established  by  means  of  the  revolution.  §     It  is  evident  that 

*  Vide  supra.  law  made  in  England  expresslj  to  bind 

f  Carte's  Ormond,  iii.  55.  Ireland,  had  given  occasion  to  these  dan> 

I  Vol.  ii.     Mountmorres,  i.  360.  gerous  positions.     On  the  SOth  of  Jane 

§  Journals,  27th  June,  1698.     Pari,  they  addressed  the  king  in  consequence, 

Hist.  V.  1181.      They   resolved  at   the  requesting  him  to  prevent  any  thing  of 

same  time  that  the  conduct  of  the  Irish  the  like  kind  in  future.     In  this  address, 

parliamoit  in  pretending  to  re-enact  a  as  first  drawn,  the  legisLative  authority  of 
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while  the   sovereignty  and  enacting  power   was   supposed 
to  reside  wholly  in  the  king,  and  only  the  power  of  con- 
sent in  the  two   houses   of  parliament,  it  was   much  less 
natural  to  suppose  a  control  of  the  English  legislature  over 
other   dominions   of  the  crown,   having  their  own  repre- 
sentation for  similar  purposes,  than  after  they  had  become, 
in  effect  and  in   general   sentiment,    though  not   quite  in 
the  statute  book,  co-ordinate  partakers  of  the  supreme  au- 
thority.    The  Irish  parliament  however,  advancing  as  it  were 
in  a  parallel  line,  had  naturally  imbibed  the  same  sense  of  its 
own  supremacy,  and  made  at  length  an  effort  to  assert  it. 
A  judgment  from  the  court  of  exchequer  in  1719,  having 
been  reversed  by  the  house  of  lords,  au  appeal  was  brought 
before  the  lords  in  England,  who  affirmed  the  judgment  of 
the  exchequer.     The  Irish  lords  resolved  that  no  i^peal  lay 
from  the  court  of  exchequer  in  Ireland  to  the  king  in  parlia- 
ment in  Grreat  Britain ;  and  the  barons  of  that  court  having 
acted  in  obedience  to  the  order  of  the  English  lords,  were 
taken  into  the  custody  of  the  black  rod.     That  house  next 
addressed  the  king  setting  forth  their  reasons  against  admit- 
ting the  appellant  jurisdiction.     But  the  lords  in  England, 
after  requesting  the  king  to  confer  some  favour  on  the  barons 
of  the  exchequer  who  had  been  censured  and  illegally  im- 
prisoned for  doing  their  duty,  ordered  a  bill  to  be  brought  in 
for  better  securing  the  dependency  of  Ireland  upon  the  crown 
of  Great  Britain,  which  declares  *HhaX,  the  king's  majesty,  by 
and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  lords  spiritual  and 
temporal,  and  commons  of  Great  Britain,  in  parliament  as- 
sembled, had,  hath,  and  of  right  ought  to  have,  full  power 
and  authority  to  make  laws  and  statutes  of  sufficient  force 
and  validity  to  bind  the  people  and  the  kingdom  of  Ireland ; 
and  that  the  house  of  lords  of  Ireland  have  not,  nor  of  right 
ought  to  have,  any  jurisdiction  to  judge  of,  reverse,  or  affirm 
any  judgment,  sentence,  or  decree  given  or  made  in  any  court 
within  the  said  kingdom ;  and  that  all  proceedings  before  the 
said  house  of  lords  upon  any  such  judgment,  sentence,  or 

the  Idngdom  of  England  is  asserted.     But  position,  which  could  stand  much  better 

this  phrase   was  omitted  afterwards,   I  on  the  new  theory  of  the  constitution 

presume,  as  rather  novel ;  though  by  doing  than  the  ancient, 
so  they  destroyed  the  basis  of  their  pro- 
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decree,  are,  and  are  hereby  declared  to  be,  utterly  null  and 
void,  to  all  intents  and  purposes  whatsoever."  * 

The  English  government  found  no  better  method  (^  coun- 
teracting this  rising  spirit  of  independence  than  by  bestowing 
the  chief  posts  in  the  state  and  church  on  strangers,  in  order 
to  keep  up  what  was  called  the  English  interest,  t  This 
wretched  policy  united  the  natives  of  Ireland  in  jealousy  and 
discontent,  which  the  latter  years  of  Swift  were  devoted  to 
inflame.  It  was  impossible  that  the  kingdom  should  become, 
as  it  did  under  George  II.,  more  flourishing  through  its  great 
natural  fertility,  its  extensive  manufacture  of  linen,  and  its 
facilities  for  commerce,  though  much  restricted,  the  domestic 
alarm  from  the  papists  also  being  allayed  by  their  utter  pros- 
tration, without  writhing  under  the  indignity  of  its  subordi- 
nation ;  or  that  a  house  of  commons,  constructed  so  much  on 
the  model  of  the  English,  could  hear  patiently  of  liberties  and 
Growth  of  privileges  it  did  not  enjoy.  These  aspirations  for 
SSr^If  175&  *9"^ty  first,  perhaps,  broke  out  into  audible  com- 
plaints in  the  year  17^3.  The  country  was  in  so 
thriving  a  state  that  there  was  a  surplus  revenue  after  pay- 
ment of  all  charges.  The  house  of  commons  determined  to 
apply  this  to  the  liquidation  of  a  debt.  The  government, 
though  not  unwilling  to  admit  of  such  an  application,  mwi- 
tained  that  the  whole  revenue  belonged  to  the  king,  and  could 
not  be  disposed  of  without  his  previous  consent.  In  England, 
where  the  grants  of  parliament  are  appropriated  according 
to  estimates,  such  a  question  could  hardly  arise ;  nor  would 
there,  I  presume,  be  the  slightest  doubt  as  to  the  control  of 
the  house  of  commons  over  a  surplus  income*  But  in  Ireland, 
the  practice  o(  appropriation  seems  never  to  have  prevailed, 
at  least  so  strictly  t;  and  the  constitutional  right  might  per- 

*  6  6.  I.e. 5.   P]owden,244.    [There        f  See  Boulter's  Letters, passim.    His 
was  some  opposition  made  to  this  bill  by  plan  for  governing  Ireland  was  to  send 
lord    Molesworth,   and   others    not    so  orer  as  many  English-bom  bishops  as 
much  connected  as  he  was  with  Ireland  :  possible.     "  The  bishops,"  be  says,  "  are 
it  passed  by  140  to  83.      Pari.  Hist.  vii.  the  persons  on  whom  the  gOTemment 
642.  — 1845.}     The  Irish  house  of  lords  must  depend  ibr  doing  the  public  bvsi- 
had,  however,  entertained  writs  of  error  nesshere.**     I.  238.     lliis  of  course  dis- 
ss early  as  1 644,  and  appeals  in  equity  gusted  the  Irish  church. 
A'om  1661.     Mountmorres,  i.  339.     The         f  Mountmorres,  L  424. 
English  peers  might  have  remembered 
that  their  own  precedents  were  not  much 
older. 
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haps  not  unreasonably  be  disputed.  After  long  and  violent 
discussions,  wherein  the  speaker  of  the  commons  and  other 
eminent  men  bore  a  leading  part  on  the  popular  side,  the 
crown  was  so  far  victorious  as  to  procure  some  motions  to  be 
carried,  which  seemed  to  imply  its  authority ;  but  the  house 
took  care  by  more  special  applications  of  the  revenue,  to  pre- 
vent the  recurrence  of  an  undisposed  surplus.*  From  this 
era  the  great  parliamentary  history  of  Ireland  begins,  and  is 
terminated  after  half  a  century  by  the  Union :  a  period  fruit- 
ful of  splendid  eloquence,  and  of  ardent,  though  not  always 
uncompromising,  patriotism ;  but  which,  of  course,  is  beyond 
the  limits  prescribed  to  these  pages. 

*  Plowdeo,  306.  et  post  Hardy's  hiSs  of  Lord  Charlemont 
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Abbey  Lands,  appropriation  of  them 
considered,  i.  74.  79.  note, — lawful- 
ness of  seizing,  74.  —  distribation  of, 
77. —  retained  by  the  parliament  un- 
der Mary,  78. — increase  the  power 
of  the  nobility,  &c.  79. — charity  of 
the  early  possessors  of^  80.  —  con- 
firmed by  &e  pope  to  their  new  pos- 
sessors, 104. 

Abbot  (George,  archbishop  of  Canter- 
bury), sequestered,  i.  417.  and  note, 
— his  Calvanistic  zeal,  474. — Popish 

^  tracts  in  his  library,  485.  note  |. 

Abbots,  surrenders  of,  to  Henry  VIU. 
probably  unlawful,  i.  72.  —  seats  o^ 
in  parliament,  and  their  nugority  over 
the  temporal  peers,  73.  and  note. 

Abjuration,  oath  of,  clause  introduced 
into  by  the  tories,  ii.  355.  note. 

Abolition  of  military  tenures,  ii.  10. 

Act  of  Indemnity,  ii  2. —  exclusion  of 
the  regicides  from  the,  8. — Commons 

\^  Tote  to  exclude  seren,  yet  add  several 
more,  4.  and  notes. 

Act  of  Uniformity,  ii.  36.  —  clauses 
against  the  presbyterians,  38. — no 
person  to  hold  any  preferment  in 
England  without  episcopal  ordination, 
ibid,  and  note.  —  every  minister  com- 
pelled to  give  his  assent  to  the  Book  of 
Common  Prayer  on  pain  of  being  de- 
prived of  his  benefice,  ibid,  and  note,* 
— schoolmasters  obliged  to  subscribe 
to,  ibid. 

Act  for  suppressing  conventicles,  iL  47. 
86. -^opposed  by  bishop  Wilkins, 
ibid.  —  supported  by  Sheldon  and 
others,  ibtd. 

Act  of  Supremacy,  particulars  of  the,  iL 
90. 

Act  of  Security,  persons  eligible  to  par- 
liament by  the,  ii.  352.  and  note  353. 
—  in  Scotland,  499. 

Act  of  1700  against  the  growth  of 
popery,  ii  341.  and  note,  —  severity  I 


of  its  penalties,  342. — not  carried 
into  effect,  ibid. 

Act  of  Settlement,  ii.343. — limitations 
of  the  prerogative  contained  in  it, 
345. — remarkable  cause  of  the  fourth 
remedial  article,  347. — its  precaution 
against  the  influence  of  foreigners, 
352.  note,  —  importance  of  its  sixth 
article,  ibid 

Act  of  Toleration,  a  scanty  measure  of 
religious  liberty,  u.  336. 

Act  against  wrongous  imprisonment  in 
Scotland,  ii  496. 

Act  for  settlement  of  Ireland,  ii  555. — 
its  insufficiency,  557. 

Act  of  explanation,  ibid. 

Acts,  harsh,  against  the  native  Irish  in 
settlement  of  colonies,  ii  542. 

Acts  replacing  the  crown  in  its  prero- 
gatives, ii  26.  See  Bills  and  Sta- 
tutes. 

Adamson,  archbishop  of  St  Andrews, 
obliged  to  retract  before  the  general 
assembly  of  the  church  of  Scotland, 
ii  477. 

Addresses,  numerous  servile,  from  all 
parties  to  James  II.,  ii  237.  and 
note. 

Administration  of  Ireland,  in  whom 
vested,  ii.  517. 

Adultery,  canon  laws  concerning,  i  102. 
note. 

Agitators  established  in  every  regiment, 
i  629. 

Aix  la  Chapelle,  peace  of^  ii.  74. 

AlienaUon,  ancient  English  laws  on,  i 
12. 

Allegiance,  extent  and  power  of,  i  307. 
note. 

Allegiance,  oath  o(  administered  to 
papists  under  James  L,  i  406. 

Allen, J  his  treacherous  purposes 

against  Elizabeth,  i  144.  and  note. 

Almanza,  battle  ot^  ii  397. 

Altars  removed  in  churches,  i  87. 
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Alva  (duke  of),  his  designed  inTasion  of 
England,  i.  134.  and  note  f,  139. 

Ambassadors,  exempt  from  criminal 
process,  i.  160.  —  extent  of  their  pri- 
vilege examined,  ibid.  note. 

Andrews  (Dr.  Launcelot,  bishop  of  Win- 
chester), his  sentiments  on  transub- 
stantiation,  i.  481.  note.  —  singular 
phrase  in  his  epitaph,  482.  note. 

Anecdotes,  two,  relating  to  King  Charles 
I.  and  Cromwell,  L  630.  note. 

Anglesea  (lord  privy  seal),  statement  of, 
in  the  case  of  Lord  Danby,  ii.  110. 
note. 

Anglican  church,  ejected  members  of, 
their  claims,  iL  16. 

Anjou  (duke  of),  his  proposed  marriage 
with  Queen  Elizabeth,  L  125.  note, 
136.  232.  note. 

Anne  (princess  of  Denmark),  her  re- 
pentant letter  to  James  II.,  ii.  287. 
note.  —  a  narrow-minded,  foolish  wo- 
man, 288.  —  her  dark  intrigues  with 
the  court  of  St  Germain's,  ibid, 

Anne  (queen  of  Great  Britain),  her  in- 
capacity for  government,  iL  371. — 
her  confidence  in  Godolphin  and 
Marlborough,  ibid.  —  revolutions  in 
her  ministry,  372.  —  alarmed  at  the 
expedition  of  the  pretender,  384.  — 
her  secret  intentions  with  respect  to 
the  pretender  never  divulged,  388.  and 
note.  — her  death,  392. 

Appeals  in  civil  suits  in  Scotland  lay 
from  the  baron's  court  to  that  of  the 
sheriff  or  lord  of  regality,  and  ulti- 
mately to  the  parliament,  ii.  472. 

Argyle  (earl  of),  refuses  to  subscribe  the 
test,  ii.  490.  —  convicted  of  treason 
upon  the  statute  of  leasing-making, 
and  escapes,  491.  —  is  executed  after 
his  rebellion  upon  his  old  sentence, 
ibid. 

Aristocracy,  English,  in  Ireland,  ana- 
logy of,  to  that  of  France,  iL  512. 

Aristocracy  of  Scotland,  influence  of  the, 
in  the  reign  of  James  IV.,  iL  469.  — 
system  of  repressing  the,  470. 

Arlington  (Henry  Bennet,  earl  of),  one 
of  the  Cabal,  iL  70.  r- obliged  to 
change  his  policy,  93. 

Arminian  controversy,  view  of  the,  i. 
400 — 405.  and  notes. 

Arms,  provided  by  freeholders,  &c.  for 
defence  of  the  nation,  L  552.  note  f. 

Armstrong  (sir  Thomas),  given  up  by 
the  States,  and  executed  without  trial, 
u.  157. 

Army,  conspiracy  for  bringing  in,  to 
overawe  the  parliament,  iL  543.  and 
note. 


Army  of  Scotland  enters  England,  L58€. 

Army,  parliamentary,  new  modelled,  L 
600. — advances  towards  London,  625. 

Army,  proposals  of  the,  to  King  Charles 
I.  at  Hampton-court,  i.  627.  —  re- 
jected by  him,  628.  —  innovating 
spirit  in,  637.  —  publishes  a  decbra- 
tion  for  the  settlement  of  the  nation, 
640. — principal  officers  of,  determine 
to  bring  the  king  to  justice,  64S.  and 
note,  643. 

Army  disbanded,  ii.  12.  —  origin  of  the 
present,  ibid. 

Army,  great,  suddenly  raised  by  Charies 
II.,  iL  98.  and  note  f. 

Army,  intention  of  James  IL  to  pboe 
the,  under  the  command  of  Catholic 
officers,  iL  218. 

Army,  standing,  Charles  the  Second*s 
necessity  for,  iL  78. — its  illegality  in 
time  of  peace,  269.  and  note.  —  See 
Standing  Army.  —  Apprehensions 
from  it,  422. 

Army  reduced  by  the  commons,  iL  30S. 

Army  recruited  by  violent  means,  iL 
377.  and  note\. 

Array,  commissions  of,  L  552. 

Arrest,  exemption  from,  claimed  by  the 
house  of  commons,  L  268 — ^272.  — 
Parliamentary  privilege  of  exemptioii 
fh)m,  303. 

Articles,  lords  of  the,  their  origin  and 
power,  iL  468. — regularly  named  in 
the  records  of  every  parliament  from 
the  reign  of  James  IV.,  ibitL — what 
they  propounded,  when  ratified  by  the 
three  estates,  did  not  require  the 
king's  consent  to  give  it  validity,  471. 

—  abolished,  496. 

Articles  of  the  church  of  England,  real 
presence  denied  in  the,  L  95. — subse- 
quently altered,  Aid,  and  note.  —  ori- 
ginal drawing  up  of  the,  101.  and 
note,  —  brought  before  pariiament, 
192. — statute  for  subscribing,  Aid, 

—  ministers  deprived  for   refusing, 
ibid,  note  f . 

Articles,  thirty-nine,  denial  of  any  of 

the,  made  excommunication,  L  303. 

note  •. 
Articles  of  the  church  on  predestination, 

L400. 
Articuli  Cleri,  account  of  the,  L  323. 
Artillery  company  established,  L  55a 
Arundel  (Thomas  Howard,  earl  of),  his 

committal  to  the  Tower,  L  378. 
Arundel  (Henry  Howard,  earl  of),  his 

case  in  parliament,  iL  200.  mote  *. 
Ashby,  a  burgess  of  Aylesbury,  sues  the 

returning  officer  for  revising  his  vote, 

iL  436. 
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Ashley  (Anthony,  lord,  afterwards  earl 
of  Shaftesbury),  one  of  the  Cahal,  ii. 
70. 

Ashley  (seijeant),  his  speech  in  favour 
of  prerogative,  i.  390.  note.- 

Ashton  (John),  remarks  on  his  convic- 
tion for  hi^h  treason  on  presumptive 
evidence,  ii.  324. 

Association  abjuring  the  title  of  James 
IL,  and  pledging  the  subscribers  to 
revenge  the  death  of  William  III., 
generally  signed,  iL  291.  and  note*. 

Atkinson( ),  his  speech  in  the  house 

of  Commons  against  the  statute  for 
the  queen's  power,  L  117.  note. 

Attainders  against  Russell,  Sidney,  Cor- 
nish, and  Armstrong,  reversed,  iL  323. 

Atterbury  (Dr.),  an  account  of  his  book 
entitled  Rights  and  PrivtUgea  of  an 
EngUeh  ConvoeaUon^  iL  407.  —  pro- 
moted to  the  see  of  Rochester,  408. 
— disaffection  to  the  house  of  Hano- 
ver, 414.  —  deprived  of  his  see,  and 
banished  for  l^e,  ibid, 

Augsburg  Confession,  consubstantiation 
acknowledged  in  the,  L  90. 

Augsburg,  league  of^  ii.  251. 

Aylmer  (John,  bishop  of  London),  his 
persecution  of  papists,  L  143.  note. — 
his  covetousness  and  prosecution  of 
the  puritans,  i.  202.  and  note. — 
Elisabeth's  tyranny  to,  224.  note.  — 
his  answer  to  Knox  against  female 
monarchy,  280.  —  passage  from  his 
book  on  the  limited  power  of  the 
English  crown,  281,  282. 

Bacon  (sir  Francis,  lord  Verulam),  his 
praise  of  the  laws  of  Henry  VII.,  L 
11.  —  his  error  concerning  the  act  of 
benevolence,  14.  wAe.  —  his  account 
of  causes,  belonging  to  the  court  of 
star<chamber,  54.  —  his  apology  for 
the  execution  of  catholics,  164.  note. — 
his  character  of  lord  Burleigh,  204.  — 
excellence  and  moderation  of  lus  Ad- 
vertuement  on  the  Controversies  of  the 
Church  of  EngUmdj  227.  and  note*. 
—  disliked  agreeing  with  the  house 
of  lords  on  a  subsidy,  276^ — bis 
advice  to  James  L  on  summoning  a 
parliament,  338.  —  acquainted  with 
the  particulars  of  Overbury's  murder, 
352.  and  note.  —  impeached  for  bri- 
bery, 358.  —  extenuation  of,  ibid, 
note  |.  —  his  notice  of  the  puritans, 
395.  note.  —  Recommends  mildness 
towards  the  papists,  408.  note  \. 

Bacon  (sir  Nicholas),  ^eat  seal  given 
to^  L  Ua  note.  —  abilities  of^  ibid.  — 


suspected  of  favouring  the  house  of 
Suffolk,  128.  —  his  reply  to  the 
speaker  of  the  house  of  commons,  250. 

fiaillie  (Robert),  his  account  of  the  re« 
ception  and  impeachment  of  the  earl 
of  Strafford  in  England,  i.  523.  note. 

Ball  (bishop  of  Ossory),  persists  in 
being  consecrated  according  to  the 
protestant  form,  iL  527.  note. 

BfUlot,  the,  advocated  in  the  reign  of 
Anne,  ii.  367.  note. 

Balmerino  (lord),  tried  for  treason  on 
the  Scottish  statute  of  leasing-making, 
iL  486. 

Bancroft  (Richard),  archbishop  of  Can- 
terbury, endeavours  to  increase  the 
ecclesiastical  jurisdiction,  L  324, 325. 
and  note.  —  Puritan  clergymen  de- 
prived by,  394.  and  note. — defence  of 
episcopacy,  395.  note. 

Bangorian  controversy,  ii.  408.  —  cha- 
racter of  it,  ibid,  note  |. 

Bank  of  England,  its  origin  and  depre- 
ciation of  its  notes,  iL  298. 

Banks  (sir  John),  attorney-general,  his 
defence  of  the  king's  absolute  power, 
L  440. 

Baptism  by  midwives  abolished,  L  181. 
note*. 

Barebone's  parliament,  L  660.  —  apply 
themselves  with  vigour  to  reform 
abuses,  661. — vote  for  the  abolition 
of  the  court  of  chancery,  t6idL —  alarm 
the  clergy,  662.  —  surrender  their 
power  to  Cromwell,  ibid. 

Barillon  (the  French  ambassador),  fa- 
vours the  opposition,  ii.  102.  note  f .  — 
sums  given  to  members  of  parliament 
mentioned  by,  104. — remarks  on  that 
corruption,  ibid.  —  suspicions  against, 
144. —  extract  from,  concerning  an 
address  from  the  commons  to  the 
king,  218.  note. 

Barnes  (Dr.  Thomas),  appointed  to  de- 
fend the  marriage  of  Henry  VIII. 
with  Catherine  of  Arragon,  L60.  note  *. 

Baronets  created  by  James  I.  to  raise 
money,  L  338.  and  note. 

Barons  of  parliament,  the  title  of,  ob- 
jected to,  i.  360.  note. 

Barons,  English,  their  acquisitions  in 
Ireland,  ii.  509. 

Barrier  treaty  of  lord  Townsbend,  ii. 
376. 

Baxter,  extract  from  his  life,  descrip- 
tive of  the  Episcopalians  of  his  day,  iL 
18.  note. 

Beal  ( ),  his  book  against  the  eccle- 
siastical system  of  England,  L  148. 
note. 
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Beanchamp  (William  Seymour,  lord), 
honours  of  his  ikmily  retorted  to,  L 
292.  note, 

Bedford  (Francia  Ruasell,  second  earl 
of),  imprisoned  under  queen  Mary 
on  account  of  his  religion,  i.  103. — 
his  death,  L  539.  and  note. 

Bedford  (William  Russell,  fifth  earl  of), 
joins  king  Charles  L  at  Oxford,  L 
577.  —  is  ill  receiyed,  578. — returns 
to  the  parliament,  ibUL 

Beggars  caused  by  the  alms  of  monas- 
teries, i.  80.  —  statute  against  giving 
to,  ihid,  note  *. 

Bell  (Mr.),  his  attack  on  licences,  L  255. 
— elected  speaker,  ibid,  and  note. 

Bellarmine  (cardinal  Robert),  opposes 
the  test-oath  of  James  L,  i.  407. 

Bellay  (Joachim  du,  bishop  of  Bayonne), 
reports  that  a  rerolt  was  expected  in 
England  on  the  divorce  of  Henry 
VIIL,  L  67. 

Benefices,  first  fruits  of,  taken  fWmi  the 
pope,  i.  64. 

Benevolence,  exaction  so  called  in  1545, 
L  24.  —  consequences  of  refbsing  to 
contribute  to  it,  25.  — taken  by  queen 
Elizabeth,  244.  note. 

Benevolences,  oppression  of,  under  Ed- 
ward IV.,  i.  14. — abolished  under 
Richard  III.,  and  revived  by  Henry 
VII.,  ibid. — Granted  by  private  per- 
sons, ibid,  note.  —  required  under 
James  I.,  i.  342. 

Bennet  (Dr.),  his  proposal  on  the  di- 
vorce of  Henry  VIIL,  i.  66.  note. 

Bennet    ( ),  an   informer  against 

papists,  i.  154.  tiofef. 

Benison  ( ^),  his  imprisonment  by 

bishop  Aylmer,  i.  202. 

Berkeley  (sir  John),  justice  of  the 
King's  Bench,  defends  ship-money,  i. 
436.  and  note*.  —  and  the  king's  ab- 
solute power,  441.  —  parliamentary 
impeachment  of,  559. 

Berkeley  (Charles,  first  earl  of)i  his  ad- 
ministration in  Ireland  in  1670,  ii. 
558. 

Berwick,  right  of  election  extended  to, 
by  Henry  VIIL,  ii.  203. 

Best  (Paul),  ordinance  against,  for 
writing  against  the  Trinity,  i.  620. 
note, 

Bible,  1535,  church  translation  of  the, 
proscribed,  i.  83.  —  liberty  of  read- 
ing, procured  by  Cromwell,  and  re- 
called by  Henry  VIIL,  ibid,  and 
note. 

Bill  of  exclusion,  drawn  in  favour  of  the 
duke  of  York's  daughters,  iL  129.  — 


of  rights,  268. — of  indemnity,  876. 
— ^for  regulating  trials  upon  charges  of 
high  treason,  322.  —  of  7th  of  queoi 
Anne  affording  peculiar  privil^es  to 
the  accused,  322.  —  to  prevent  occa- 
sional conformity,  passes  the  com- 
mons, and  is  rejected  by  the  lords,  4 12. 
— passed  by  next  parliament,  ibid. 
— repealed  by  the  whigs,  418.  and 
note. 

Birch  (Dr.  Thomas),  confirms  the 
genuineness  of  Glamorgan's  commis- 
sions, L  612. 

Birth  of  the  pretender,  suspicions  at- 
tending the,  ii  246. 

Bishops  of  Eiogland,  authority  of  the 
pope  in  their  election  taken  away,  L 
66.  —  their  adherence  to  Rome  ihe 
caus^Kof  their  abolition  by  the  Lu- 
therans, 92. — less  offensive  in  Eng- 
land than  Germany,  ibid. — defend 
church  property  in  England,  100.  — 
some  inclined  to  the  puritans,  182.  — 
conference  of,  with  the  house  of  com- 
mons, 210. —  commons  opposed  to 
the,  211.  —  puritans  object  to  their 
title,  223.  note,  — character  o^  under 
Elisabeth,  227.  note, — tyranny  of  the 
queen  towards  them,  ibid,  and  aoHrf. 

—  conference  of^  with  the  puritans  at 
Hampton  Court,  297.  —  proceedings 
of  the,  against  the  puritans,  394.  — 
jurisdiction  of  the,  465.  and  note.  — 
moderate  government  of,  proposed, 
533.  and  notes.  —  proceedings  on 
abolishing,  534. — excluded  firom  par- 
liament, 536.  and  note,  —  reflections 
on  that  measure,  537,  538.  —  im- 
peachment of  the  twelve,  561.  note, 

—  restored  to  their  seats  in  the  house 
of  lords,  iL  27. — their  right  of  voting 
denied  by  the  commons,  in  the  case 
of  lord  Danby,  111.  — discussion  on 
the  same,  ibid, — restored  to  Scotland 
after  six  years'  abolition,  476. — and 
to  part  of  their  revenues,  ibui, — their 
protestations  against  any  connivance 
at  popery,  546.  note. 

Bishops,  popish,  endeavour  to  discredit 
the  English  scriptures,  L  83.  note.  — 
reftise  to  officiate  at  Elisabeth's  coron- 
ation, 110.  and  note. — deprived  onder 
Elisabeth,  111.  —  their  subsequent 
treatment,  115. 

Bishoprics  despoiled  in  the  reformatioQ 
under  Henry  VIIL,  t  94. 

Black,  one  of  the  ministers  of  St  An- 
drew's, summoned  before  the  privy 
council  of  Scotland,   ii.  480. 

Blackstone  (sir  William),  his  misondcr- 
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standing  of  the  statute  of  allegiance, 
11th  Henry  VIL,  i.  10.  notef. — 
inadrertent  assertion  of^  iL  145. 

Blair  (sir  Adam),  impeached  for  high 
treason,  ii.  145. 

Bland  ( ),  fined  by  authority  of  par- 
liament, L  274. 

Bkmnt  (John),  sentenced  by  the  lords  to 
imprisonment  and  hard  labour  in 
BrideweU  for  life,  ii  44S. 

Boleyn  (Anne),  her  weakness  of  cha- 
racter, L  81.  note.— undoubted  inno* 
cence  of;  her  indiscretion  ;  infamous 
proceeding  upon  her  trial ;  her  le* 
vities  in  discourse  brought  as  charges 
ai^ainst  her ;  confesses  a  precontract 
with  lord  Peroy ;  her  marriage  with 
the  king  annulled,  33.  —  act  settling 
the  crown  on  the  king^s  ch^^jen  by, 
or  any  subsequent  wife,  wT^time 
of  her  marriage  with  Henry  VIII. 
considered,  62.  note,  —  interested  in 
the  reformed  faith,  68. 

Bolingbroke  (Henry  St.  John),  lord,  re- 
markable passage  in  his  Letters  on 
History,  ii.  81.  note  %.  —  engaged  in 
correspondence  with  the  pretender, 
386.  and  note  f* — impeached  of  high 
treason,  395.  — his  letters  in  the  Ex- 
aminer answered  by  lord  Cowper, 
460.  note\, — character  of  his  writ- 
ings, 461. 

Bolton  (lord  chancellor),  his  treatise  on 
the  independence  of  Ireland,  ii  566. 

Bonaght,  usage  of^  explained,  ii.  509. 

Bonaght  and  coshering,  barbarous  prac- 
tice of,  ii  517. 

Bonner  (Bdmund,  bishop  of  London), 
his  persecution,  i  96. — treatment  of, 
by  Edward  VL's  council,  97.  note, — 
royal  letter  to,  for  the  prosecution  of 
heretics,  105.  note,  —  imprisoned  in 
the  Marshalsea,  118.  — denies  bishop 
Horn  to  be  lawfully  consecrated,  ibid. 

Books  of  the  reformed  religion  imported 
fh>m  Germany  and  Flanders,  i  82. — 
statute  against,  ibid,  note, — books 
against  the  queen  prohibited  by  sta- 
tute, 137. 

Books,  restrictions  on  printing,  selling, 
possessing,  and  importing,  i  238.  and 
notes. 

Booth  (sir  George),  rises  in  Cheshire 
in  ikTour  of  Charles  IL,  i  693. 

Boroughs  and  burgesses,  elections  and 
wages  ot,  under  Elizabeth,  i  264. 
andfiole. 

Boroughs,  twenty-two  created  in  the 
reign  of  Edward  VI.,  i  45.  —  four- 
teen added  to   the  number   under 


Mary,  ibid,  and  twenty-one,  ii  203. 
— state  of  those  that  return  members 
to  parliament,  202. — fourteen  cre- 
ated by  Edward  VL,  203. — many 
more  by  Elisabeth,  ibid. 

Boroughs  royal  of  Scotland,  common 
usage  of  the,  to  choose  the  deputies 
of  other  towns  as  their  proxies,  ii 
469. 

Bossuet  (Ja<|ues),  his  invectiTe  against 
Cranmer,  i.  97. 

Boucher  (Joan),  execution  and  speech 
of,  i  96.  and  note. 

Boulter,  primate  of  Ireland,  his  great 
share  in  the  goyemment  of  Ireland 
in  the  reign  of  George  II.,  ii.  564. 
—  his  character,  ibid. 

Bound  (Dr.),  founder  of  the  Sabbata- 
rians, i  397.  note*. 

Boyne,  splendid  victory  of  thei  gained 
by  William  IIL,  ii  559. 

Brad^  (Dr.  Thomas),  remarks  on  his 
writings,  ii.  161. — on  his  treatise  on 
boroughs,  206. 

Brehon,  customs  of,  murder  not  held 
felony  by  the,  ii  495.  and  note*. 

Brewers  complain  of  an  imposition  on 
malt,  i  362.  note.  —  proclamation 
concerning,  443. 

Bribery,  first  precedent  for  a  penalty  on, 
i  267.  —  impeachments  for,  357. — 
prcTalent  in  the  court  of  Charles  IL, 
li.  51. — its  prcTalence  at  elections, 
447. 

Bridgeman  (sir  Orlando),  succeeds 
Clarendon,  ii.  73. 

Brihuega,  seyen  thousand  English  un- 
der Stanhope  surrender  at,  ii.  378. 

Bristol  (John  lord  Digby,  earl  of), 
refusal  of  summons  to,  &c.,  i  379. 
note*, 

Bristol  (George  Digby,  earl  of),  con- 
verted to  popery,  ii  42. — attacks 
Clarendon,  63.  note  f . 

Brodie  (Mr.),  his  exposure  of  the  mis- 
representations of  Hume,  i  284.  note. 

Browne  (sir  Thomas),  his  abilities,  i 
493. 

Brownists  and  Barrowists,  most  fanatic 
of  the  puritans,  i  214. — emigrate  to 
Holland,  ibid.  —  execution  of,  Utid, 
and  note  f . 

Bruce  (Edward),  his  invasion  of  Ireland, 
ii  519. 

Bucer  (Martin),  his  permission  of  a 
concubine  to  the  landgrave  of  Hesse, 
i  68.  note,  —  objected  to  the  English 
vestments  of  priests,  102. — his  doc- 
trines concerning  the  Lord's  Supper, 
90. — politic  ambiguity  of,  ibid.  note. 
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— assists  in  drawing  up  the  forty-two 
articles,  97.  note. 

Buckingham  (Edward  Stafford,  dake 
of),  his  trial  and  execution  under 
Henry  VIII.,  i.  27.  and  note  ♦.  — his 
impeachment,  377,  378. 

Buckingham  (George  VUIiers,  duke 
of),  his  connection  with  Lord  Bacon's 
impeachment,  i.  358.  and  note  §.  — 
sets  aside  the  protracted  match  with 
Spain,  370. —  deceit  of,  376.  and  note*, 
— his  enmity  to  Spain,  408.  and  ruftes, 
— his  scheme  of  seizing  on  American 
gold  mines,  409.  note, 

Buckingham  (son  of  the  preceding), 
one  of  the  cabal  ministry,  ii.  70. — 
driven  from  the  king's  councils,  90. 
—  administration  otf  uuring  the  reign 
of  Charles  II.,  175. 

Buckingham  (John  Sheffield,  duke  of), 
engaged  in  the  interest  of  the  pre- 
tender, 11.  386.  and  note. 

Bull  of  Pius  V.  deposing  Etizaheth,  i. 
137.  —  prohibited  in  England  by  sta- 
tute, ibid, 

Bullinger  (Henry),  objected  to  the  En- 
glish vestments  of  priests,  i.  102. 

Buonaparte  (Napoleon),  character  of, 
compared  with  that  of  Oliver  Crom- 
well, i.  681,  682.  and  note, 

Burchell  (Peter),  in  danger  of  martial 
law  under  Elizabeth,  L  241.  and 
note. 

Burgage  tenure,  ii.  200.  —  opinion  of 
the  author  concerning  ancient,  205. 

Burgesses,  wages  of  boroughs  to,  i.  264. 
note.  — debate  on  non-resident,  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  266. 

Burgundy  (duke  of),  effect  of  his  denth 
on  the  French  succession,  ii:  381. 

Burnet  (Dr.  Gilbert,  bishop  of  Salis- 
bury), denies  the  answer  of  Henry 
VI li.  to  Luther,  i.  59.  note,  —  and 
the  king's  bribery  of  the-  universities 
on  his  divorce,  61.  note. — his  doubts 
on  the  time  of  Anne  Bolejrn*s  mar- 
riage, 62.  note, — bis  valuation  of  the 
suppressed  monasteries,  76.  —  his  ob- 
servations on  the  persecutions  of 
Mary,  108.  note, — anecdote  related 
by,  ii.  62.  note, — his  remarkable 
conversdtion  with  Bentinck,  263. 
note.  —  remark  of,  on  the  statute  for 
regulating  trials  in  cases  of  high 
treason,  327. 

Burton  (Henry),  and  Edward  Blastwick, 
prosecuted  by  the  Star  Chamber,  i. 
456. 

Bushell,  a  juryman,  committed  fdf  non- 
payment  of   his  €ne   imposed   on 


him  in  the  case  of  Penn  and  Mead«  ii. 
173. 

Butler  (Mr.  Charles),  his  candid  charac- 
ter of  Cranmer,  i.  99.  note.—}aM 
discussion  of  the  oath  of  supremacy, 
1 12.  note. 

Cabal  minLstry-,  account  of  die,  n.  72. 

Cabinet  council,  question  of  its  respon- 
sibility, ii  348.  and  note.  — members 
of  the,  answerable  for  tli«  measures 
adopted  by  its  consent,  350. 

Calais,  right  of  election  extended  toi,  u. 
203. 

Calamy  (Edmund),  hregnfao^jr  «et  at  li- 
berty by  the  king*8  cnrder,  n.  45. 

Calvin  (John),  zdcpts  Bueer's  doctrine 
on  the'Lord's  Supper,  i  90. — malig- 
nity of,  96. — ol^ected  to  the  Engliah 
vestments  of  priests,  102. 

Calvinism  in  England,  x.  408.  405.  and 
note. 

Calvinists,  severe  aet  a^nst  the,  ij.  48. 

Cambridge  Umversity,  fiivoQTable  to 
Protestantism,  i.  184. 

Camden  (WiHiam,  Clarenceiuc  king  of 
arms),  remarks  of,  concerning  Elua- 
beth's  appohitment  of  a  successor,  L 
127.  note. 

Cameronian  rebe^on,  ii.  471. — the 
Cameronisoas publish  a  declaration  re- 
nouncing thenr  allegiance  to  Charles 
IL,  478. 

Olympian  (Edmund),  executed  fbr  po- 
pery, i.  145. — his  torture  justified  by 
Lord  Burleigh,  149. 

Canon  laws,  commissioners  appointed 
for  fhiminga  new  series,  i.  101.  note». 
—  character  of  the  caaons,  which 
were  never  enacted,  -tft^f.  — amend- 
ments of  attempted,  191. 

Canons,  ecclesiastical,  new  code  of, 
under  James  I.,  i.  d03.  and  ^lotes. — 
defending  the  king's  absolute  power, 
322.  and  note. 

Card  well's  "Annals  of  the  Chnrch," 
remarks  upon  a  passage  in,  i.  896. 
note. 

Carleton  (sir  Dudley),  his  tmeoaititn- 
tional  speech  on  parKaments,  i.  377. 
note. 

Came  (Sr  Edward),  aitthasBader  at 
Rome,  to  Queen  Mary,  L  109.  and 
note,. 

Carte  (Thomas),  his  censure  of  the  cha- 
racter, &c.  of  Queen  Vbcry,  I  I05b 
note. :— his  anecdotes  of  6oddlphin 
and  Hariey,  K.  871.  note, — M  life 
of  the  Duke  of  Ormond,  55l.fiM&— 
the  fhllest  writer  oirtke  Irisli  rebel- 
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Carte  and  Leland,  their  account  of  the 
causes  of  the  rebeUiou  in  Ireland  in 
1641,  iL  553.  itoCe. 

Cartwright  (Thomas),  founder  of  the 
Puritans,  i.  185.  — his  character,  ibid, 
— his  Admonition,  186. —  his  oppo- 
sition to  civil  authority  in  the  church, 
ibid.  — his  probable  intent  of  its  over- 
throw, 187.  npte*,  —  design  of  his 
labours,  188. — objected  to  the  seizure 
of  church  property,  ibid,  note, — 
summoned  before  the  ecclesiastical 
commission,  207.  —  disapproved  of 
the  puritan  libels,  208. — assertions 
of,  concerning  Scripture,  216.  note, 

Catherine  of  Arragon,  queen  of  Henry 
Yin.,  his  marriage  with  her,  and 
cause  of  dislike,  i.  60.  and  note.  — 

.  divorce  from,  ibid.  —  feelings  of  the 
nation  in  her  favour,  68. 

Catholic  religion!  presumption  of  the 
establishment  of,  ii.  81. — remarks  on 
James  the  Second's  intention  to  re- 
establish, 212. 

Catholics,  laws  of  Elizabeth  respecting 
the,  i.  chap.  iii.  108 — 169. — a  proud 
and  obnoxious  faction  in  the  reign  of 
Charles  I.,  L  588. — natural  enemies 
to  peace,  589.  — hated  by  both  parties, 
595. — Charles  I.  gave  much  offence 
by  *accepting  their  proffered  services, 
ibid — promises  of  Charles  IL  to,  ii. 
39. — Loyalty  of,  40. — Charles  IL's 
bias  in  favour  of,  ibid  — laws  against, 
enforced  in  Ireland,  538.  —  claim  the 
re -establishment  of  their  religion, 
553. — aim  at  revoking  the  act  of 
settlement,  558. — their  hopes  under 
Charles  II.  and  James  IL,  ibid  — 
their  possessions  at  the  end  of  the 
seventeenth  century,  560.  —  severity 
of  the  laws  against  them  during  the 
reigns  of  William  IIL  and  Anne,  561. 
—  severe  penalties  imposed  upon 
them,  ibid. 

Cavaliers,  ruined,  inadequate  relief  vo- 
ted to,  ii.  22. 

Cavendish  (Richard),  proceedings  con- 
cerning his  office  for  writs,  1.279.  note. 

Cecil,  William  (lord  Burleigh),  his 
great  talents,  i.  110.  —  paper  of,  on 
religious  reform,  ibid,  note'f.  —  his 
memoranda  concerning  the  debates 
on  the  succession  under  Elizabeth, 
126.  note. — his  conduct  concerning 
Elizabeth*s  marriage,  124.  —  argu- 
ments of,  relating  to  the  archduke 
Charles  and  the  earl  of  Leicester, 
t6u/.  note.  —  procures  an  astrological 
judgment  on  her  marriage  with  the 


duke  of  Anjou,  125.  note. — fkvonrs 
her  marriage  with  the  archduke 
Charles,  126.  note,  —  suspected  of 
favouring  the  house  of  Suffolk,  128. 
and  note  §.  —  memorandum  of,  con- 
cerning the  queen  of  Scots,  133. — 
fears  of,  concerning  the  nation,  136. 
— his  proceedings  against  Mary  Stu- 
art restrained  by  Elizabeth,  139. — 
pamphlets  of,  in  defence  of  Elizabeth, 
149,  150.  and  note.  —  answered  by 
cardinal  Allen,  and  supported  by 
Stnbbe,  149.  note,  —  his  memorial  on 
the  oath  of  supremacy,  151. —  his  ad- 
vice for  repressing  of  papists,  152. — 
fidelity  of  his  spies  on  Mar}'  queen  of 
Scots,  156. — continues  his  severity 
to  the  papists,  167.  —  his  strictness 
over  Cambridge  University,  184.  note,  ^ 
— averse  to  the  severity  of  Whitgift, 

202.  —  his  apology  for  the  puritans, 

203.  —  his  constant  pliancy  towards 
Elizabeth,  204.  —  his  spoliation  of 
church  property,  223.  —  project  of, 
for  raising  money,  245.  —  interests 
himself  in  affairs  of  private  indivi- 
duals, 246.  and  note.  —  his  policy  in 
doing  so,  ibid  —  foresight  the  cha- 
racter of  his  administration,  247. 

Cecil,  Robert  (earl  of  Salisbury),  his  in- 
nocence of  the  gunpowder  conspiracy, 
i.  406.  note. 

Celibacy  of  priests,  its  origin  and  evils 
considered,  i.  91.  note. 

Census  of  1837,  results  of  the,  in  Ire- 
land, iL  564.  note. 

Ceremonies,  superstitious,  abolished  in 
England,  i.  86. 

Chambers  (Richd. ),  proceedings  against 
for  refusing  to  pay  customs,  &c,  i. 
426. 

Chancery,  court  of,  its  practice  concern- 
ing charitable  bequests,  i.  79.  note. 

Chancery,  origin  and  power  of  the 
court  of,  i.  344.  —  dispute  on  the  ex- 
tent of  its  jurisdiction,  345. —  its  abo- 
lition voted,  L  661. 

Chantries,  acts  for  abolishing,  i.  94.  — 
disposition  of  their  revenues,  ibid,  i 

Charles  I.  (king  of  England),  constitu- 
tion of  England  under,  from  1625  -— 
1629,  i.  chap.  vii.  374— 419.  — fa- 
vourable features  of  his  character, 
374.  and  note.  —  succeeds  to  the 
throne  in  preparations  for  war,  375. 
— privileges  of  parliament  infringed 
by,  378, 379.  — determines  to  dissolve 
it,  380.  and  note,  —  demands  a  loan, 
and  consequent  tumult,  381.  and  note. 
-*  arbitrary  proceedings  of  his  coua- 
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cil,  382.  and  note.  —  Bommons  a  new 
parliament,  387.  and  note  §. — his  dis- 
like to  the  petition  of  rights  389 — 
392. — answer  concerning  tonnage 
and  poundage,  and  prorogues  the  par- 
liament, 392.  —  his  engagement  to 
the  Spanish  papists  when  prince  of 
Wales,  410 conditions  for  his  mar- 
riage with  the  princess  Henrietta 
Maria,  412.— view  of  his  third  par- 
liament compared  with  his  character, 
417. — constitution  of  Engl  and  under, 
from  1629—1640,  chap.  viii.  420 — 
dl2.  — 'declaration  of,  after  the  disso- 
lution, 421.  and  note. — his  proclama- 
mations,  443.  —  proceedings  against 
the  city,  44d.  — offer  of  London  to 
httild  the  king  a  palace,  446,  note.  — 
principal  charges  against  his  govern- 
ment, 447. — his  court  &c.  suspected 
of  favouring  popery,  477—480.  — 
supposed  to  have  designed  restoration 
of  church  lands,  485.  -^-attempts  to 
draw  him  into  the  Romish  Church, 
490. — ^  aversion  to  caUmg  a  parlia- 
ment, 606.  — vain  endeavour  to  pro- 
cure a  supply  from,  508.  — dissolved, 
610. — his  means  for  raising  money, 
ibid.  — summons  the  council  of  York, 
51 1. — assents  to  calling  a  parliament, 
ibid. — constitution  of  England  onder, 
from  1640 — 1642,  chap.  ix.  5)3 — 
569.  —  his  desire  of  saving  Lord 
Strafford,  527.  note.  — recovers  a  por- 
tion of  his  suhjects'  confidence,  539. 
—  his  sincerity  still  suspected,  641. 
— his  attempt  to  seize  members  of 
parliament,  545.  Twtes. — Effects  of, 
on  the  nation,  546. — his  sacrifices 
to  the  parliament,  554.  —  nineteen 
propositions  offered  to,  555.  — powers 
claimed  by,  in  the  nineteen  propo- 
sitions, ibtcL  —  comparative  merits  of 
his  contest  with  the  parliament,  557 
— 569.-^  his  concessions  important 
to  his  cause,  567. — his  intentions  of 
levying  war  considered,  ibid.  note.  — 
probably  too  soon  abandoned  the  par- 
liament, 567 — 569.  >^  his  success  in 
the  first  part  of  the  civil  war,  572.  -^- 
his  error  in  besieging  Gloucester, 
ibid. — affair  at  Brentford  injurious 
to  his  reputation,  573.  —  his  strange 
promise  to  the  queen,  575. — denies 
the  two  bouses  the  name  of  a  parlia- 
ment, 577.  — Earls  of  Holland,  Bed- 
ford and  Clare  join,  ibid.  — their  bad 
reception,  and  return  to  the  parlia- 
ment, 578.  — is  inferior  in  substantial 
force,  579.  —  yeomanry  and  trading 


classes  genend  agsnst  him,  586. — 
remarks  on  tbe  strength  and  reaoorces 
of  the  two  parties,  587.  —  loses 
ground  during  winter,  ibid. — makes 
a  truce  with  &e  rebel  cath<rficsi  who 
are  beaten  at  Namptwich,  ibid. — 
success  over  Essex  in  the  west,  588. 
— summons  the  pesrs  and  coauBCBs 

to  meet  at  Oxford,  589 Tote  of 

parliament  summoning  him  to  appear 
at  Westminster,  590, — his  oseiesa 
and  inveterate  habit  of  falsehood,  595. 
and  note.  —  does  not  sustain  much 
loss  in  the  west,  598.  —  defeat  eft  at 
Naseby,  601.  —  observations  on  his 
conduct  after  his  defeat,  602. — sur- 
renders himself  to  the  Scots,  603.  — 
reflections  on  his  situation,  604. — 
fidelity  to  the  English  church,  605. 
thinks  of  escaping  607. — impru- 
dence of  preserving  tbe  queen*s 
letters,  which  fell  into  the  hands  of 
parliament,  608.  and  note\, — disa- 
vows the  power  granted  to  Glamor- 
gan, &10. — is  delivered  up  to  the 
parliament,  613. — remarks  on  that 
event,  614.  and  notes. -^-offers  made 
by  the  army  to,  624. — taken  by 
Joyce,  ibid.  —  treated  with  indul- 
gence, 626.^ — his  ill  reception  of  the 
proposals  of  the  army  at  Hampton 
Court,  627. — escapes  from  Hampton 
Court,  631. — declines  passing  four 
bills,  632. — placed  in  scditary  ooii- 
finement,  ibid — remarks  on  his  trial, 
642. — reflections  on  his  execution, 
character,  and  government,  644.  and 
note. — his  innovations  on  the  law  of 
Scotland,  ii.  11.  46. — state  of  the 
church  in  Ireland  in  the  reign  of, 
535.  and  note*, — his  promise  of 
graces  to  the  Lrish,  545. — his  perfidy 
on  the  occasion,  ibid, 
Charles  IL  (king  of  EnglandX  seeks 
foreign  assistance,  t  665.  —  attempts 
to  interest  the  pope  in  his  fisvoor,  i&d 
— his  court  at  Brussels,  692 re- 
ceives pledges  from  many  friends  in 
England,  693 pressed  by  the  roy- 
alists to  land  in  England,  695 for- 
tunate in  making  no  public  engage- 
ments with  foreign  powers,  696. — 
hatred  of  the  army  to,  704.  —  his  re- 
storation considered  imminent,  early 
in  the  year  1660,  705.  and  note  f. — 
constitution  of  the  convention  parlia- 
ment greatly  in  his  favour,  709.  and 
notes. — his  declaration  from  Breda, 
ii.  2.  — proclamation  soon  after  land- 
ing, 4. — re-enters  on  the  crown  )ands» 
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7.  —  income  settled  on,  9. — charac- 
ter of,  by  opposite  parties,  15.  and 
note  *,  —  promises  to  grant  liberty  of 
conscience,  ibid — his  declaration  in 
favour  of  a  compromise,  18. — violates 
his  promise  by  the  execution  of  Vane, 
24w — his  speech  to  parliament  con- 
cerning the  triennial  act,  29 Vio- 
lates the  spirit  of  his  declarations,  40. 
— wishes  to  mitigate  the  penal  laws 
against  the  catholics,  48.  —  his  incli- 
nation toward  that  mode  of  faith,  43. 
and  note.  —  publishes  a  declaration 
in  favour  of  liberty  of  conscience,  45. 

—  private  life  of,  51.  —  not  averse  to 
a  commission  of  inquiry  into  the  pub- 
lic accounts,  56. — commons  jealous 

of  his  designs,  58 solicits  money 

from  France,   69 intrigues  with 

France,  74.  —  his  desire  of  absolute 

power,  75 complains  of  the  A*ee- 

dom  of  political  conversations,  ibid, 

—  advice  of  some  courtiers  to,  on  the 
fire  of  London,  76.  — unpopularity 
of,  77.  —  endeavours  to  obtain  aid 
ftxim  France,  78.  —  desires  to  testify 
publicly  his  adherence  to  the  Romish 
communion,  ibid.  —  his  conference 
with  the  duke  of  York,  Clifford,  and 
Arlington,  for  the  advancement  of 
the  catholic  fkith,  79.  —  his  personal 
hatred  to  the  Dutch,  83.  —  Joins 
with  Louis  to  subvert  Holland,  ibid. 

—  confesses  to  Louis  XlV.*s  am- 
bassador the  national  dislike  to 
French  alliance,  83.  —  his  evasive 
conduct  towards  Louis  XIV.,  84.  — 
hopes  of  his  court,  85.  —  his  preroga- 
tive opposed  by  the  commons,  90.  — 
complains  to  the  lords  of  the  oppo- 
sition of  the  commons,  ibid,  —  gives 
way  to  the  public  voice  about  the 
suspension  bill,  ibid,  and  note.  — 
compelled  to  make  peace  with  Hol- 
land, 94. — his  attachment  to  French 
interests,  ibid.  — receives  money  from 
France,  98.  — his  secret  treaties  with 
France,  106.  —  his  insincerity,  ibid. 
— his  proposal  to  Louis  XIV.  of  a 
league  to  support  Sweden,  107 — his 
death  anxiously   wished  for  by  the 

Jesuits,  121 his  unsteadiness,  131. 

and  note.  —  tells  Hyde  it  will  not  be 
in  his  power  to  protect  the  duke  of 
York,  ibid.  —  offers  made  by  him  in 
the  case  of  exclusion,  133.  — implores 
the  aid  of  Louis  XIV.  against  his 

council  and  parliament,    138 his 

dissimulation,  140.  —  consultations 
against  his  government  begin  to  be 


held,    153.  —  his    connexion    with 

Louis  XIV.  broken  off,  164 his 

death,  165.  —  no  general  infringe- 
ments of  public  liberty  during  his 
reign,  166. — tyrannical  form  of  his 
government  in  Scotland,  487.  —  state 
of  the  protestants  and  catholics  in 

Ireland,  at  his  restoration,  554 

state,  character,  and  religion  of  the 
parties  in  Ireland  at  the  restoration 
o^  ibid.  — his  declaration  for  the  set- 
tlement of  Ireland,  555.  — claims  of 
the  different  parties,  t'^U- — not  satis- 
fiictory  to  all  concerned,  557 dis- 
gusted with  the  Irish  agents,  ibid, 

Charles  IX.  (king  of  France),  his  per- 
secution oftheprotestant  faith,  i.  136. 

Charles  V.  (emperor  of  Germany),  his 
influence  over  the  pope  on  Henry 
VIII.*8  divorce,  L  63.  —  intercedes 
for  the  princess  Mary  to  ei\joy  her 
religion,  95. 

Charles  (archduke  of  Austria),  a  suitor 
for  the  hand  of  Elizabeth,  i.  123. 142. 
—  Cecil's  arguments  in  his  favour, 
124.  note^  — recognised  as  king  of 
Spain,  ii.  374. — elected  emperor,  378. 

Charles 'Louis  (elector  palatine),  sus- 
pected of  aspiring  to  the  throne,  i. 
637.  note-f, 

Chamock,  one  of  the  conspirators  to  aa- 
sassinate  William  IIL,  ii*  294.  note. 

Chatelherault,  verses  displayed  at  the 
entry  of  Francis  II.  at,  i.  130.  note. 

Chester,  right  of  election  extended  to, 
ii.  203. 

Chichester  (sir  Arthur,  lord  deputy), 
his  capacity,  ii.  521. —  the  great  co- 
lony of  Ulster  carried  into  effect  by 
his  means,  ibid. 

Chieftains  (Irish),  compelled  to  defend 
their  lands,  ii.  500. 

Chillingworth  (Dr.  William),  his  ex- 
amination of  popery,  i.  493.  —  effect 
of  the  covenant  upon  his  fortunes, 
585. 

Cholmley  (sir  Henry),  his  letter  to  the 
mayor  of  Chester  on  a  loan  to  queen 
Elizabeth,  i.  244.  note*. 

Christ  ChurchCollege,  Oxford,  endowed 
by  Wolsey  ft-om  the  suppressed  mo- 
nasteries, i.  70. 

Church  of  England,  view  of,  under 
Henry  VIII.,  Edward  VL,  and  queen 
Mary,  i.  chap,  it  57 — 107. 

Church  ceremonies  and  liturgy  disliked 
by  the  reformers,  i.  171.  — proposal 
for  abolishing,  175.  notef.  — conces- 
sion of,  beneficial,  177.  — irregularly 
observed  by  the  clergy,  178. — Eliza- 
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beth*s  reported  offer  of  abolis^ng, 
226.  note.       '    '   ;    ,      ' 

Church  of  England,  its  tenets  and  homi- 
lies altered  under  Edwarfi  VI.,  i.  86. 
-:-  liturgy  of,  chiefly  a  translation  of* 
the  Latin  Rituals,  ibid,  and  note. — ^ 
images  removed  from«  t5iV£  and  note. 
—  altars  taken  down  and  ceremonies 
kboiished  in  the,  87.  —  pfincipally' 
remodelled  by  Cranmer,  97.  —  alter- 
ations in  the,  under  Elizabeth,  108. 
note. -1- its  liturgy  amended.  111.  and 
note  ♦.  —  Entirely    separated    from 

'  Rome,  ibid, — opposition  of  C^t- 
yright  to  the,  187,  note\.  —  moderate 
party  of,  the  least  numerous  under 
Elizabeth,  189. — attack  on,brScrick- 
land,  190. — its  abuses,  ibicL  —  arti- 
cles of,  brought  before  parliament, 

.    191 innovations  meditated  in  ^e, 

'   533.537.  and  note^. — parliamentary 

,   orders  for  protecting,  536.  and  notes. 

Church  of  Scotland,  its  immense  wealth, 
'  il.  477. -^wholly  changed  in  charac- 
ter,  since    the   restoration    of  the 

t>ishops,  483 in  want  of  a  regular 

liturgy,  tW.— English    model  not 
closely    followed;   consequences    of 

.   this,  ibid. 

Church  lands  restored  at  the  restoration, 
11.  7. 

Church  plate  stolen  in  the  Reformation 
nnder  Edward  YI.,  i.  94.  note. 

Church  rerenues,  spoliation  of,  In  Eng- 
land, i.  223. 

Civil  war  under  Charles  I.,  commence- 

'  ment  of,  i;  569. — ^great  danger  of,  in 
the  reign  of  Charl^  It.,  li.  142. 

Clanrrcarde  Cmarquis  of  ]^,  his  unsullied 
character,  ii.  534.  n^te. 

Clare  (earl  of),  joins  the  Jiing,  is  ill  re- 
ceived, and  returns  to  the  parliament, 
i.  577. 

Clarence  (Lionel,  Duke  of ),  parliament 
held  by,  at  Kilkenny,  fo.r  reform  of 
al)Uses,  li.  518. 

Clarendon  (Edward  Hyde,  earl  of),  qha- 

'  racter  of  his  lalejits  and  works,  i.  496. 
— MSS.  and  Interpolation  of  his  his- 
tory and  life,  497.  note,  —  imper- 
fections and  prejudices  of  the  work, 

'  497—500.  and  tiote*,  504.  note%,  51  i, 
note*, — observations  on,  602.  note  f. 
-li  against  Monk,  705.  —  resolution 
of,  to  replace  the  church  in  its  pro- 
perty at  the  Restoration,  ii.  8.  —  his 
integrity,  22.  and  note  \.  —  the  prin- 
cipal adviser  of  Charles  II.,  30.  — 
prejudices  of,  33.  note*. —-against 
|iny  concession  to  the  catholics,  43.  — 


averse  ta  some  of  the  clauses  in  the 
ActoftJnlfbrmity,/M'rf.^iiis  account 
of  the  prevjiiling:  discontents  of  lus 
time,  52.  note.— -invexghs  against  a 

,  proviso  in  a  money  bill*  56.  — his 

■  bigotry  to  the  tory  party,  57.  — ^^op- 
poses  the  commission  of  inquiry,  58. 
— clandestine  marriage  of  bis  daugh- 
ter v?ith  the  duke  of  .York,  59.  and 
note  f.— decline  of  liis  power,  ibid.^ — 
suspected  of  promoting  the  marriage 
of  Miss  Stewart  and  the  dnke  of  Rich- 
mond, 62. — liis  notions  of  tlie  English 
6oristitiition,  ibid, — strongly  attached 

'  to  protesiant  principles,  63. — irill 
not  favour  the  king's  designs  against 
the  established  religion,  ^id. — coali- 
tion against,  64.  and  note,  —  bis  loss 
of  the  kdng'S  fevour,  65, — severity  of 
his  treatment,  ihid.  —  his  impeach- 
ment, lb,  —  Unfit  ibr  the  government 
of  a  free  country,  ib.  — artieTes  of  his 
impeachmentgreatly  exaggerated,  66. 
-^fears  the  hostility  of  the  commc^ns, 
ibid, — charged  with  effecting  the  sale 
of  Dunkirk,  67, — his  close  connexion 
with  France,  68. — conjectures  on  his 
policy,  ibid.  —  advises  Charles  to  so- 
licit money  fh>m  France,  69.^hiB 
faults  as  a  minister,  I'&tcf.  ^further 
remarks  on  his  History  of  the  Ke- 
bellion,  70.  and  note. -^  liis  disregard 
for  truth,  and  pu^llanimous  flight, 
71.  —  banlsbment,  ibid,  — ■  JTostifica- 
tion  of  it,  ibid,  and  note  f .  —  severe 
remark  ot^  on  the  clergy,  410. 

Clarendon  (Henry>  earl  of),'  sacceeded 
by  Tyrconndl  in  the  government  of 
Ireland,  li.  230. 

Clark  (bwron  of  the  exchequer),  'his 
speech  on  the  royal  power,  i.  318. 

Clement  Vn.  (cardinal  Julias),  pope, 
his  artful  conduct  towards  Henry 
Vin.,  1.  61.— difficuUies.of  deciding 

on  the  king's  divdrce,  62 fbrced  to 

give  sentence  against  him,  63.  — pro- 
bably could  not  have  recovered  his 
authority  in  England,  64.— last  bulls 
of,  in  the  reign  of  Henry  VIII.,  65. 
—  advice  to  the  king  on  his  divorce, 
'  68-  note. 

Clement  VIIl.  (pope),  favours  Arabella 
Stuart's  title  to  the  Bnelish  crown,  i. 
287.  —  his  project  of  conquering 
England,  ibid.  note. 

Clergy,  levy  on  their  possessions  under 

Henry  .YIII.,  i.  19,  20 immunity 

of  the,  from  civil  authority,  OS. — 
compelled  to  plead  their  privilege, 
ibid. — to  be  branded  for  felony,  i&idL 
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—-benefit  of,  taken  from  robbers,  &c., 
vith  e^emptioos,  ibid,  —  their  privi- 
leges tried  and  defeated,  ihid.  —  po- 
pular oppoeitioD  to  the,  59.  ^^  at- 
tacked in  tbe  house  of  c(«unon8,  04. 

—  convicted  of  prcemunire,  ibid.  — 
petition  tbe  king  for  mercy,  and  ac- 
knowledge him  supreme  head  of  the 
church,  ibid.  — •cause  of  their  dislike 
of  the  king's  divorce,  67. — unwilling 
to  quit  the  oathoUc  church,  €8. — 
jealo«i8y  excited  by  their  wealth,  69. 

—  subdued  by  separation  from  Rome, 
and  the  dissolution  of  monasteries,  $0. 

—  dramatic  satires  on.  the,  84.  and 
note. — ^their  answers  to  libels  against 
them*  ibid. — their  importance  aided 
by  the  Latin  ritual,  86 — their  celi- 

.  bacy  abolished  by  statute^  92,  —  con- 
ciliated by  this  measure,  ibid.  —  con- 
formingf  but  averse  to  the  innovations 
of  the  reformation,  93. — the  superior, 
in  England^  less  offensive  than  in 
Germany,  99. — expelled  from  their 
cures  by  Queen  Mary  for  having  mar- 
ried, 103.  and  notej — the  same  re- 
stored under  EUxabeth,  1 U .  note  \* — 
protQstant,   emigration   of,  to   Ger- 
many,   172.  —  division  of,    on    the 
ehurch  service,  ibid* — marriage  of, 
clisapproved    by  Elizabeth,    174, — 
her  injunctions  concerning  it,  and 
illegitimacy  of  their  children,  thid. 
notes.  —  their    irregular  observance 
of  church  ceremonies,  178,  —  arch- 
bishop Parker's  orders  for  their  dia- 
cipUne^  180.-^  the  puritan   adviise^ 
not  to  separate  from  the  church  of 
.EnglaodflSl.  — defit  lencv  and  igno- 
rance o^  in  the  English  church,  183. 
and  notes.  —  certificates  ordered  of, 
ibid.  -^  endeavours  to  supply  their  de- 
ficiency by  meetings  called  prophe- 
cyings,  196.  —  JEx  officio  oata  given 
to  the,  201  <~  aid  raised  on  the,  under 
Blizabethy  243,  244.  note —  support 
the  doctrine  of  absolute  power  in  the 
king^  324. -^  to  promote  their  own 
authority,  ibid,-^  disliked, from  their 
doctrine  of  non-resistance,  475.— -de- 
prived for  refusing  the  book  of  Sports, 
thid,  —  oath  imposed  on  the,  by  the 
convocation^  535.~^piscopal  restored 
to  their  benefices  at  the  restoration,  ii. 
.  13.— national  outcry  against  the  ca- 
.  tholics  raised  by  the,  135 — refuse 
the  oath  of  allegiance  to  William  and 
ilary,  272.  and  note — their  Jacobite 
principles,    9^8. -^remarks   on  the 
taxation  of^  406.  note. —  presbyterian, 


of  iScotland,  three  hundred  and, fifty 
ejeoted  Arom  their  beneficfs,  470. — 
of  Ireland,  their  state,  490. 

Clevcs  and  Juliers,  disputed  succession 
in  the  duchies  of,  i,  333w  and  note  \ 

Clifford,  sir  Thomas,  one  of  the  Cabal 
ministry,  ii.  72. 

Clifford,  Thomas^  lord  treasurer,  obliged 
to  retire,  ii.  92.        , 

Cloths,  impositions  on,  without  consent 
of  parliament,  L  316.  and  note. 

Cluhrmen,  people  so  called,  who  united 
to  resist  the  marauders  of  both  parties 
during  the  troubles^  i.  597,  note  *. 

Coffee-houses,  proclamation  for  shutting 
up,  ii,  171. 

Coke  (Sir  Edward),  his  statement  of 
the  number  of  catnolic  martyrs  under 
Elizabeth,  i  163«  nate^. — his  defec- 
tion from  the  court,,  and  summary  of 
his  character,  332.  —  defence  of  layirs, 
and  treatment  of)  by  James^  ibid,jiJod 
note.  —  his  report  oonceming  arbi- 
trary proclamations,  334. — his  sen- 
timents on  benevolencea,  341.  -—  ob- 

.  jects  to  the  privalely  conferring  with 
judges,  343. —;  opposes  the  extended 
jurisdiction  of  the  court  of  ohancexy, 
346, -^  his  defence  of  the  twelve 
j  udges,  348. — ^'suspension,  restoration, 
and  subsequent  U£e  and  character, 
349.  —  his  MSS^  &c  seized,  447.— 
extract  from  his  fourth  institute,  ii. 
210.  — his  explanation  of  the  law  re- 
garding the  king'fi. prerogative,  226. 
--his  timid  judgment  in  the  law  of 
treason,  320. 

Coleman  (Edward),  remarkable  confes- 
sion of,  ii.  104, -^seizure  of  his  let- 
ters, 120. 

Colepepper  (Lord),  dictatorial  style  of 
his  letters  to  Charles  I«,  i.  607. 

Colepepper  (Mr.X  ordered  into  custody 
of  the  sergeant^at^arms  for  pre- 
senting the  Kentish  petition*  ii.  434. 
and  notes. 

College, ——v  jgrosa  iniquUy  practised 
on  his  trial,  ik  147.  and  fiote  f* 

Collier,  Jeremy,  advocates  auricular 
confession,  I  87.  note,  89<  note. 

'Commendam,  royal  power  of  granting, 
disputed,  I  346. 

Commerce^  its  stagnation  in  the  reign 
ofWiniamnL,ij.29l« 

Commission  of  pnblic  acooottts*  ii.  56. 

(Commission  of  divines  revise  the 
Uturgyi  ii«  836. 

Commitments  fof  breach  of  privilege, 
ii.  429. 

Committee  of  secrecy  appointed  after 
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the  resignatfon  of  Sir  Robert  Wal- 
pole,  ii.  427.  and  notes. 

Commonaltj,  risings  of  the,  highly  dan- 
gerous, i.  47.  — in  Cornwall,  imd.  — 
in  consequence  of  Wolsey's  taxation, 
ibid.  —  simultaneous  in  seyeral  coun- 
ties, ibid. 

Commoners  of  England,  ancient  extent 
of  the,  i.  5. 

Common  council,  two  acts  of  the,  con* 
sidered  as  sufficient  misdemeanours 
to  warrant  a  forfeiture  of  the  char- 
ter of  the  city  of  London,  ii.  150« 

Common-law  right  of  election,  ii«  205. 

Commons  of  Ireland,  their  remonstrance 
of  the  long  parliament  of  England,  ii. 
549. 

Commons,  honse  of,  rejects  bills  sent 
from  the  lords,  i.  43.  —  two  witnesses 
required  by  the,  in  treason,  44.  — 
rejects  a  bill  for  attainting  Tunstal, 
bishop  of  Durham,  ibid. — unwilling 
to  coincide  with  court  measures,  ibid. 

—  increased  weight  of,  ibid. — per- 
sons belonging  to  the  court  elected  as 
knights  of  shires,  45.  —  persons  in 
office  form  a  large  part  of  the,  ibid. 

—  oath  of  supremacy  imposed  on  the, 
112.  — desirous  that  queen  Elizabeth 
should  marry,  123.  note,  125.  —  ad- 
dress of,  to  her  to  settle  the  succes- 
sion, 129. — puritan  members  address 
Elizabeth  a^nst  the  queen  of  Scots, 

138 against  the  papists,   144. — 

papists  excluded  from,  and  chiefly 
puritanical,  190. — articles  of  the 
church  examined  by  the,  191.  —  dis- 
satisfied with  the  church,  209.  —  ar- 
ticles, &c.  for  reforming,  prepared  by 
the,  210.  —  its  disposition  and  duties, 
247.  • —  character  of,  under  Elizabeth, 
244.  —  imperfection  of  early  parlia* 
mentary  history,  ibid.< — more  copious 
under  Elizabeth,  ibid.  ^^  dispute  of, 

.  with  the  queen  on  the  succession,  &c 
250.  —  Mr.  Yelverton's  defence  of  its 
priTileges,  253. — rainly  interferes  in 
the  reformation  of  ecclesiastical 
abuses,  ibid.  —  first  complaint  on 
abuses  in  her  government,  254 — 
proceedings  concerning  Queen  Mary, 
255. — restricted  as  to  bills  on  religi- 
ous matters,  ibid.  —  its  privileges  de- 
fended by  Peter  Wentworth,  ibid.  — 
examines  him,  &c.  on  his  speech,  256. 

'  —  puritanical  measures  of  reform  in> 
257.  —  members  of  the,  imprisoned, 
258. — triumphant  debate  of,  on  mo- 
nopolies, 263.  —  subsidies  solicited 
from  the,  ibid.  —  general  view  of  its 


merabera  under  Elizabeth,  ibid. — m* 
creased  by  her,  264.  and  note. — in- 
fluence of  the  crown  in,  ibid,  note 

bill  against  non-resident  burgesses 
in,  266.  —  exemption  of,  from  arrest 
during  session  claimed  by,  8^. — 
power  of  committal  for  contempt,  &€. 
270.  272.  —  right  of  expulsion  and 
determining  its  own  elections,  273. 
— privileges  of,  eonceming  money 
bills,  276. — debate  on  the  eleetioa  of 
Goodwin  and  Fortesque,  300. —  pro- 
ceedings of,  on  the  arrest  of  Sir 
Thomas  Shirley,  302.  —  remoo- 
stranees  of,  against  grievaneesy  303.  — 
proceedings  of,  on  purveyance,  304. 
—  temper  of  the,  concerning  grants 
of  money,  305.  —  vindicadon  of  its 
privileges  to  the  king,  307. — pro- 
ceedings of,  on  the  design  of  an  union 
with  Scotkmd,309.  note.* — oontinoal 

bickerings  of^  with  the  king,  311 

proceedings  of^  concerning  Spanish 
grievances,  313. — debate  and  remon- 
strance on  imposition  of  James  I. 
320.  322. — proceedings  o^  against 
CowelFs  Interpreter,  324. — grievances 
brought  forward  by,  to  be  redressed, 
326.  —  complaint  of,  against  procla- 
mations, 328. — Negotiatioo  with  the 
king  for  giving  up  fi^udal  tenares, 
329. — dissolution  of  parliament,  330. 
-^  customs  again  disputed  in  the,  339. 
340.-— parliament  dissolved  without 

a  bill  passing,    341 proceedings 

against  Mompesson,  356. — against 
Lord  Bacon,  358.  and  nttte. — against 
Floyd,  359.  —  lords  disagree  to  titles 
assumed  by  the,  360.  and  «ofe.  — 
proceedings  of,  for  reformation,  362. 
-—sudden  adjournment  o^  by  the 
king,  and  unanimous  protestation,  363. 
— meets  and  debates  on  a  grant  for 
the  German  war,  ibuL — petition  and 
remonstrances  against  popery,  364. — 
king's  letter  on,  to  the  speaker,  ifcV/. 
petition  in  reply,  365.  ibid. «—  debate 
and  protestation  in  consequence  of 
the  king's  answer,  366.  —  a4Joamed 
and  dissolved,  368. — subsidies  Toted 
by  the,  370.  — summary  of  its  pro- 
ceedings under  James  I.,  372 first 

one  of  Charles  I.,  375.  —  penorions 
measures  and  dissolution  o£^  376, 
-—  ill  temper  of,  continued  in  the  se- 
cond, ibid,  and  note.  —  dissolution  of^ 
380.  and  note.*  —  a  new  parliament 
summoned,  387 — proceedings  of,  on 

the  petition  of  right,  389 di^mtes 

the  king's  right  to  tonnage  and  pound- 
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«gQ,    S92 pTorogiiedf   393. — as- 

flembled  apain  and  dlBSolved,  394 

religioosduputesoommeBced  by,  ibiJ, 
proceedtDgs  cm  bill  i^r  observance  of 

Sooday,  399 remonstrates  against 

CalTinism  and  popery,  403 — Tiew  of 
tbe  third  parliament  of  Charles  I^ 
417,  413.  and  moie.  —  the  king*8  de- 
claration after  its  dissolution,  420 

members  of  it  committed  and  pro- 
ceeded against,  426 parliament  of 

1640  summoned,  506.  —  confer  upon 
grievances,  50?. — character  of  the 
members,  ibid,  note. — opposition  of, 
to  ship  money,  508.  —  dissolodon  o^ 
509. — desire  of  tbe  nation  for  a  par- 
liament, 510. — the  long  parliament 
convoked,  511.  (see  Long  Parlia- 
ment) —  attempt  to  seize  five  mem- 
bers of  the,  544.  and  «ote.  — proceed- 
ings on  tbe  militia  question,  546.  note, 
and  554.  and  notes.  —  estimate  of  the 
dispute  between  Charles  I.  and  the 

2>arliament,  557 — 569 fiialts  o^  in 

the  contest,  557. — resolTe  to  disband 
]Mut  of  the  army,  623. — ^form  schemes 
for  getting  rid  of  Cromwell,  ibid,  and 
notes.  —  Tote  not  t»  alter  the  fiinda- 
mental  government,  434.— restore 
eleven  members  to  their  seats,  iAid. 

—  large  body  of  new  members  ad- 
mitted, 639. — favourable  to  the  army, 
ibid. — petition  to,  ordered  to  be  burnt 
by  the  hangman,  ibid.  —  resolution 
of,  against  any  fiirther  addresses  to 
the  king,  64a  —  lords  agree  to  this 
vote,  ibid,  —observations  of  the  mem* 
bers  who  sat  on  the  trial  of  Charles, 
643.  —  vote  that  all  just  power  is  in 
the  people,  and  for  the  abolition  of 
monarchy,  650l — constitutional  party 
secluded  from  the,  651. — resolve  that 
the  house  of  peers  is  useless,  652.  — 
protected  by  the  army,  653.  —  mem- 
bers do  not  much  exceed  one  hun- 
dred, 657.  —  retain  great  part  of  the 
executive  government,  t6Mf.--charges 
of  ii^ustice  against,  ibid.  —  vote  for 
their  own  disrolution,  659.  and  note. 

—  give  offence  to  the  republicans, 
ibid.  —  their  faults  aggravated  by 
Cromwell,  660.  -^  question  the  pro- 
tector^s  authority,  663.  —  agree  with 
the  lords,  on  tbe  restoration,  that  the 
government  ought  to  be  in  kings, 
lords,  and  commons,  717.  —  pass  se- 
veral bills  of  importance^  ibid.  —  pre- 
pare a  bill  for  restoring  ministers, 
ii«  16.  and  note. — object  to  the  scheme 
of  indulgence,  45.  —  establish  two 


important  principles  witb  regard  i/$ 
taxation,  55.  — appoint  a  committee 
to  inspect  accounts  and  nominate 
commissioners,  with  full  powers  of 
inquiring  into  public  accounts,  54.  — 
extraordinary  powers  of,  56.  —  im- 
portant privilege  of  right  of  im- 
peachment established,  7  U — address 
of  to  Charles  II.,  about  disbanding 
the  army,  7&  —  not  unfriendly  to  the 
court,  87.  —  tbe  court  loses  the  con- 
fidence of,  85.  —  testify  their  sense 
of  public  grievances,  95.  —  strongly 
adverse  to  France  a[nd  popery,  96. 
and  note. — connection  of  the  popular 
party  with  France,  99.  and  notes.  -^ 
many  leaders  of  the  opposition  receive 
money  from  France,  103.  —  impeach 
lord  Danby,  107.  —  culpable  violence 
of  the,  111.  —  deny  the  right  of  the 
bishops  to  vote,  ibid.  —  remarks  on 
the  jurisdiction  of,  ibid.  — expel  Wi- 
thens,  14  L — take  Thompson,  Can, 
and  others,  into  custody,  141, 142. — 
their  impeachment  of  Fitaharris,  and 
their  right  to  impeach  discussed,  143. 
•^its  dispute  with,  and  resistance  to, 
the  lords,  180 — 186.  —  its  proceed- 
ings in  the  case  of  Skinner  and  the 
East  India  Company,  186.  —  its  pro- 
ceedings in  the  case  of  Shirly  and 
Fagg,  189. -^  its  violent  dispute  with 
the  lords,  190,  191.  and  notes.  —  its 
exclusive  right  as  to  money  bills, 
192.  —  its  originating  power  of  tax- 
ation, 194.  —  Its  state  from  the  ear- 
liest records,  200.  —  its  numbers  from 
Edward  L  to  Henry  VIII.,  and  un- 
equal representation,  201. — accession 
of  its  members  not  derived  from  po- 
pular principle,  202.  -^  address  of,  to 
James  1 1.,  concerning  unqualified  offi- 
cers, 224.  —  its  augmented  authority, 
279.  —  its  true  motive  for  limiting 
the  revenue,  284.  —  its  jealousy  of  a 
standing  army,  302.  —  its  conduct 
with  regard  to  the  Irish  forfeitures, 
306.  —  special  committee  to  inquire 
into  the  miscarriages  of  the  war  in 
Ireland,  307.  —  power  of  the,  to  direct 
a  prosecution  by  the  attorney-general, 
for  offences  of  a  public  nature,  441. 

Commonwealth,  engagement  to  live 
faithfril  to  the,  taken  with  great  re» 
luctance,  i.  653. 

Companies,  chartered,  established  in 
evasion  of  the  statute  of  monopolies, 
L  430.  —  revoked,  ibid. 

Compositions  for  knighthood,  i.  428.  and 
aole».  ^—taken  away,  518. 
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Oomffrefaen^A,  bill  oi  ebune  tnroposed 
in  the,  fi>r.  datHgiagthe  <iftChs  of  su- 
premacy and  allegiance,  rejeetecU  ii. 
3B6. 

Compton  (sir  William),  expense  of  |MK>v- 

•  iDg  Ilia  will«  i  64.  fidte*  • 
Con&ssion,  aaricaUr«  eo&sidexsitioft  of 

its  benefits  dtod  miAchiafs,  ij  87. 
Confessions  extorted  by  tottiire  in  Soot- 

iand,  ii.  489. 
Confirmatio   chartarum,  statute  «tf,  L 

815.  —^eitcd  in  4be  C4se  of  Hampdeo, 
-    438. 
ConfonnUy,  proclaOHUlon  fbr,  by  king 

James  I.,  i.  297. 
Oonfbnniiy,  bill  to  pveyent  occasioaal, 
'   rejected  by  tbe  kirdsy  iL  4l<^. 
Oonaaiightf.dtTided  into  £ve  eoantibea, 

•  ii.  S34.  **-  proTince  of,  i&lanKWsly 
declared  forfeited,  544. -^inquisition 
held  IB  each  county  of»  by  Sirafford, 
545. 

Oon,  Biincio  from  the  court  of  Rome, 
L  47«.  490* 

ConfieieoQse,  treatment  and  limits  of,  in 
government,  L  227^  note  f. 

C<>ns^cratioii  of  cburches  and  burial 
grounds^  L  48 1«  aad  noUi 

Ootu^iracy*  supposed  to  foe  concerted  by 
the  Jesuits  at  St.  Omecs^  iL  121. 

Conspiracy  to  levy   war  agiunat  the 

>   king's  person,  may  be  given.  9n  evi- 

■    dence  as  an  overt  act  of  treason*  ii. 

.  dl&  ^-  not  reconcilable  to  the  inter- 
pretation of  the  statute^  ibi<Lnote^  — 
^rat  instance « of  this  inicrpr^lstioD, 

.    t6id-^ccttfixined  in  Harding's  ^ase, 

•  31 7  J  for  an  invasion  from  Spain,  414. 
.  and  note. 

Conspirators,  miUtaryt  destitute;  of  a 
'    leader,  1384* 

Constitution  of  England  from  Ilenry 
^    JIL  to  Mary.I.^  u  chap.  i..  1-^5^  — 
*'   under  James  •.!.»  chap^  vL  285— ^73. 
.   -^  under  Charles  I.  chap.  viL  1925 — 
.   29»  374-^19.*^  ohapb  viii.  1629  — 
^   ^40,420— .512. -^ohap.ix.  1640.^2. 
•  5 1 3«*-569.  -^from  the  commencement 
.    of  the  civil  war  to  the  reatomtion,  ch. 
'   -Tu  57Q***^7l9tf*^ftmxi  jtbo  resHtriition 
to  the  death  of  Charles  11.,  ii.  1 — 1 65. 
'    -^  itom.  the  aisoession  of  James  II*  to 
the   revolution,    166 — 265» — under 
V    William    IIL,    266-^60.  ^  under 
queen  Anne»  and  George  I.  and  II. , 
361,  &c. — d&sign  of  a  pairty  to  change, 
639.  —  nothing  so  destructive  to,  as 
the  exclusion  of  the  electoral  body, 
.    from  their  franchises,  ii*  15^2.  **- ori- 
ginal, highly  aristoceatical,  181,  — 


*  impmHreBaenta  inLtlie,iiii4er'IW^iHn 
III.,  311^ 

Oonatitutiani  ibnas  at  l3&e  Eagiisk,  fHa* 
biifilied 4b  Ireland,  ii; -5 lift    - 

Conalitational  Javi,  important .  diaeas- 
rioDs  .OD  tbe^  in  the  case  of  iotd 

.   Dau>byviLU)&? 

iDonstmotbre  treaaoov  fusrt  oa90<^ika06^ 
and  iuite.^**ooBfinied.  m  Haidiag*s 

-  casek,  317k  and  itote..**4t8gnt8tlatiiade, 
ibuL  (328.  ^^.^.^onfirmcd  and  tendocd 
perpetual  by  36  and  59  GcoKge  III., 
»19.  ^.-.Hnrdyfs  otuse  o^  a&Kii.  MiB. 

Consubstantiation,  Luther's  doctrine,  so 
'  ^eaUed^  i>  9fi.     ,  i    . 

Controversy,  religions  conduct  o^  by 

-  tbe  jfisuitt,  &c.y  492»    . 
Qaati»v9t»y  between  the  episcopal  «nd 

presbyterian  chunshiss  of  fitaotistnd, 

iii.  460.    . 
Oosvontides,  act  against;,  iL  4S.  and 

note.  —  its  severity,  47. 
Convention  paiiiflment,,thefiroceediBgs 

of,  ii.  2. — balance  of  partiea  in,  7. 
.  a9te.^4i0solsed,.SL  .^attack  CKilB 

legality,  Ufid.  note. — oowen^a  of 
I   h6S8v  prooatdings  >  of  tfao^    2S&, — 

question  of  the  tmit  and  aa&sS  way  to 

pfeserTC'tUe  religloa  and  laws  of  the 
.  )uBgdom,J58*-*4-coikf«renoe.betnreen 

the  lords  and  commooa^  5t60. «-« isoase 

d£  keds  give  wagr  10  ^e.eoaimans, 

-  262.1  — '  sommary'  of  it^  proeeediags, 
263.  -r"  its  iaapolby  in  not  csfiending 

- '  the  ad  of  toleration  to  lbs  catholscs, 

.  266.  ■        ,^ 

Convents,  inleotor,  snppresasd,  i  fSL  — 
viocsof^  grealer^haainlaxge  abh^s, 
&cLv  ibi€L  npte.  <i^  evils,  of  their  in^- 
criminate  suppres^on,  75w..^excel- 

-  leace  o£  a^ei!al  at  tbe  disseiatinn, 
ibid. 

CoDToeatuiB  (homes  of )» to  .be  advised 
with  la  eccliesUatical  ntataervii^  936. 

-Convocation  of  the  province  of  C&nter- 

.  bury,  its  histivy^  iL  404.  r*-  oomBions 
vflfer  to  it  the  question  of  rcteming 
the  Ulal^yi  4Q&  »^  its  aioMi  to  assi- 
milate itself  to  tbe  bmse  of  ooBDanons, 
406i  -M  and  finaUgr  poarDgaed  in  17 1 7, 
409. 

Cope  (Mr.),  hifl.me8siiiios  te  eocleaias- 

*  tical  refoim.in  the  house  of  «oanBoos, 
i.  257 — committed  to  the  Tower,258. 

.Copley  (Mr.),  t>ower  of  tbe  patliaaxeat 

over,  i.  272. 
OorooattoA  oatb,  diifMtead.its  meaning 

and  oofistnictioB»  i.  5il6.  and  iMe; 
Corporate  property,  more  open  than 

private  to  alteonion,  i.  75. 
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the  presbyterian  party,  ibid* 
OorpotfalioDfl^  znfonnitiDnB  brouglit 
against  several,  iLl50L -^^  forfeiture 
of  thenr.cfaartenB,  ibkL  -^.i^oeive  ne'sr 
•  fliiea^  t&«i*<— fr^femen  of,  prinary  fran- 
chise attached  to  the,  205^-- .cheir 

•  great  pceponderaBce  in  elections^  209; 
•^^  their  forfeionte  and  re-grant  under 

'.  rettrictioiWf  215.  •*^new.modeUisg  of 
tfaev  ifift.  •—  bill  foir  restoring  particu- 

•  lar  olaase  in,  d77. 

Coafaeryv  castmi-of^  in  Ineiflind,  iL  508. 

.     517. 

Ck>tton  (sir  Robert),   his  hooka,   &c 

seized,  L  44'7< 
Council  of  state,  '•nder  the  ecmnion- 

wealthy  consiated  principally  of  pves* 

byteriaus,  i«  707. 
Counsellors  (Oxford)  of  Charles  L,  soli- 
cit the  king  for  titles^  i.  580.  ^^  their 

motives,  ibid. 
<3oiirt,-  inns  of,  eacamined,  conccniio^ 

re&gioo,i.  141. 
-Cknutof  partiament,  the  title  disputed, 
<  •  L  aeo.  note  X' 
Courtof  supremacyv  eommission  for,  in 

1583,  i.  301*  n(7te*. 
Oottrt  <j{  CfaavleB  lU  'wicked  and  artful 

policy  o^  to  secure  itself  firom  suipi- 
'<    ciAn  of  poperfy  114  148. 
.Gouvtaof  law,  the  tbree,  under  tbe  Plan- 

tagesets,   how   constituted,   i.  5. — 
.    nwda  of  pleading  in,  «»  note. 
Ooiirtsv  ioietior^  under  the  Plaatagenets, 

county  courts,  hundred  courts,  manor 
-    csourts,  thnr  influenoe,  i  7. 
Oodrts   of  Star-chamber,  origin   and 
'  powers  oft  i.  4#«  note  f,  60.  and  note. 

Set  Star-Kihamber. 
,Coiirt»,  ecdefliastical,   tiieir  cfaaraeter 

and  abuses,  i.  212.  and  notei. 
.Goveaaatt,  aolenm  league  and  negotia- 

tiona  concerning  the,  i.  583.  -*-  parti- 

■onlar  scoonnt  o^  tftuf. -^wavt  of  prd- 
'    ciaion  in  the  iaagoage  of,  583w  — 

imposed  on  ail  civil  and  military 

cffioefB,  584»>^  number  of  the  clergy 

ejeeted  by^  among  whom  were  tbe 
'    most  leanied  and  Txrtuous  men  of 

that  age,  i^Mf.—*  burnt  by  the  com- 
' '  mOB  hankgmaii^  ii.  23. 
Ooveoam    of   sitottend,    national,    its 

origin,  IL  483> 
Covenanters  (Scotch),  heavily  fined,  ii 

487. 
.Covisntrj  (Thomas),  lord  keeper,  his 

address  to  ^be  home  of  eemmevK,  i. 

376.  note  ^ 
Coventry  (eir  William )» hiaobJeelioD  to 


tb«  orbllMiry  advice  of  Cfaurendon,  U. 
76.-^<MitragtfoaB  asmult  on,  64.  and 
note^, 

Coverdale  (Miles),  his  translatiou  of  the 
Bibie,  i.  83« 

Cowell  (Dr.  John),  attributes  absolute 

'  powier  io  the  king  in  his  Interfreter, 
1607,  i.  325.  and  note.  •-^  tbe  book 
suppressed,  320.  iAid.  vete, 

Cowper  (William),  lord,  made  chancel- 
lor, ii.  373. 

Ceac  (Richard),  bishop  of  £H%  defends 
church  ceremonies  and  habits,  i.  173. 
175.  -~  Bliaabctfa'a  violence  to,  234. 
and  note, 

Coyne  and  Hvery,  or  coshering  and 
bonaght,  barbaroas  practice  of,  ii.  499. 

Cranfteld  (lor^),  his  arguments  to  the 
commoBs  on  a  grant ibr  Geman  war, 
i.  363.  note  «.      ^ 

Cranmer  (Thomas),  archbishop  of  Can- 
terbury, probably  voted  for  the  death 
of  Cromwell,  i.  80.  note.  -^  his  part 
in  the  execution  of  Catherine  How- 
ard, 33. — letter  on  the  marriage  of 
Anne  Boleyn,  62.  note,  — made  arch- 
bishop, 66. — active  fa  Henry  VIIL's 
divorce,  68. -^induces  Henry  VIII. 
to  sanction  the  principles  of  Luther, 

81 procures  Edwanl  VI.  to  burn 

Joan  Boucher,  85.  note.  — ^  marriage 

■  of,  9 1 compelled  to  separate  firom 

his  wife,  ibid,  *--  protests  against  the 
destruction  of  chantries,  94.  note 

-  recommended  the  abolition  of  the 
collegiate  clergy,  94.  note,  .--liberal- 
ity o^  to  the  princess  Mary,  95.  and 

note  t censurable  coneemlng  Joan 

Boucher,  &c.,  96.  — one  of  the  prin- 
etpal  reformers  of  the  English  chvrch, 
97. — his  character  variously  depleted, 
ibid.  —  artides  cf  the  church  drawn 
up  bv,  98*  ae/e.  —  disingcnnousness 
of  his  character,  99.  —  protest  of, 
before  his  consecration,  ibid,  and  note. 
— bis  recantations  and  character,  100. 
-^his  moderation  in  the  measures  of 
reform,  t6tfl?. -—compliance  of^  with 
tliO' royftl  supremacy,  ibid.' — some 
obutch-ceremooies  and  habits  retained 
by,  102. 

Crannier^B  Bible,  I589v  peduliarities  of, 
i.  83.  notB, 

Cranmer  (bbhop),  his  sentiments  on 
epi8copacy>  i.  395.  note,    • 

Craven  (earl  of),  unjust  sale  of  his 
estates,  i.  657.  not$, 

Criohton  (  ■  ■  ),  his  memoir  for  invad- 
ittg  England  on  behalf  of  tbe  papists, 
i.  155.  nate^. 
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Crighton  and  Ogil^y,  their  ease,  iL  486. 

Croke  (Sir  George),  his  sentence  for 
Hampden  in  the  cause  of  ship-monej, 
L.  441.  noie. 

Cromwell,  earl  of  Esaex,  his  question 
to  the  judges  respecting  condemn- 
ations for  treason,  L  29.  —  himself 
the  first  Tictim  of  their  opinion,  iM. 

—  causes  which  led  to  his  execution, 
30.  —  his  visitation  and  suppression 
of  the  monastic  orders,  71.  —  advises 
the  distribution  of  abbey  lands,  &c.  to 

promote  the  reformation,  78 his 

plan  for  the  revenues  of  the  lesser 
monasteries,  tbid,  note, — procures  the 
dispersion  of  the  Scriptures,  with 
liberty  to  read  them,  83.  note. 

Cromwell  (Oliver),  rising  power  of,  L 
591. — excluded  from  the  commons, 
but  continues  lieutenant-general,  600. 
— historical  difficulties  in  the  conduct 
of,  626.  — wavers  as  to  the  settlement 
of  the  nation,  640.  — victory  at  Wor- 
cester, its  consequences  to,  655. — 
two  remarkable  conversations  o^with 
Whitelock  and  others,  656.  — his  dis- 
course about  taking  the  title  of  king, 
ibid,  — policy  o^  660.  and  note-f.  — 
assumes  the  title  of  protector,  662.  — 
observations  on  his  ascent  to  power, 
663.  — calls  a  parliament,  ibid.  — his 
authority  questioned,  664. — dissolves 
the  parliament,  ibid,  —  project  to  as- 
sassinate, 667.  —  divides  the  kingdom 
into  districts,  668.  —  appoints  mili- 
tary magistrates,  ibid,  —  his  high 
court  of  justice,  669. — executions  by, 
ibid,  and  note*,  — summons  a  parlia- 
ment in  1656,  671. — excludes  above 
ninety  members,  672.  and  note, — 
aspires  to  the  title  of  king,  672.  — 
scheme  fails  through  opposition  of  the 
army,  674 — abolishes  the  civil  power 
of  the  major-general,  t6td  —  refuses 
the  crown,  675.  and  note*.  —  the 
charter  of  the  commonwealth  under, 
changed  to  the  **  Petition  and  Ad- 
vice,*' 676. — particulars  of  that  mea- 
sure, ibid,  and  note.  —  his  unlimited 
power,  ibid, — oath  of  allegiance  taken 
by  members  of  parliament,  677. — his 
house  of  lords  described,  ibid. — dis- 
solves the  parliament,  678.—  his  great 
design  an  hereditary  succession,  ibid, 

—  referred  to  a  council  of  nine,  ibid, 
— his  death  and  character,  and  foreign 
policy,  671. — management  of  the 
army,  680.  —  paralleled  with  Buo- 
naparte, 681.  and  note»^^h\a  conquest 
of  Ireland,  iL  554. 


Cromwell  (RichatdXsuooeeds  his  &tlier, 
i.  683.  —  inexperience  oS,  ibid, — no 
proof  of  his  appointment  by  his  fiither, 

684.  and  note.  —  gains  tome  friends, 

685.  —  steadily  supported  by  Pierre- 
point  and  SL  John,  ibid,  — his  con- 
duct commended  by  Thurloe,  666. 
and  note, — summons  a  parlimment, 
which  takes  the  oath  of  allegiance  to 
him  as  protector,  ibid. — proceedings 
of  the  parliament  under,  687.  and 
notes.  —  disappoints  the  hc^ies  of  the 
royalists,  ibid.  —  does  not  refuse  tt» 
hear  the  agents  of  Charles  11.,  693. 
and  note  *.  —  hopes  entertained  of  his 
relinquishing  the  government,  694« 

Crown  (officers  of  the),  under  the  Plan- 

tagenets,  violence  used  by,  L  4. — 

juries  influenced  by,  ibid. 
(>own  of  England,  uncertain  sncceasioft 

of  the,  between  ^e  houses  of  Scotland 

and  Suffolk,  i.  123.  129.  285.  288. 
Crown  and  parliament,  termination  of 

the  contest  between  the,  iL  361. 
Crown  (the),  personal  authority  ai,  its 

diminution,  iL  453.  —  the  reason  of 

it,  454. — of  material  constitational 

importance,  459. 
Crown  (the),  its  jealousy  of  the  prero- 
*    gative,  iL  417. 
Crucifix,  its  lawfhlness  in  the  English 

churches  discussed,  L  172.  —  EUsap 

beth's  partiality  for  the,  173.  note*. 
Customs  on  woad  and  tobacco,  L  237. 

and  note, — on  cloths  and  wines,  243. 

treble,  against  the  English  law,  316. 

note,  —  arbitrary,  imposed  by  James 

I.,  317.  and  note. 
Cy  Presy  proceeding  o^  in  the  court  of 

chancery,  L  79.  note, 

Damaree  (DanielX  and  George  Pur- 
chase, their  trial  for  high  treason,  ii. 
321.  noU^, 

Damport  (Mr.),  his  cautious  motion 
concerning  the  laws,  L  258. 

Danby  (Thomas  Osborne,  earl  of),  his 
administration,  iL  94. '—his  virtues 
as  a  minister,  96.  —  marriage  of  the 
prince  of  Orange  and  princess  Mary 
owing  to  his  influence,  97.  and  woU, 
-^  concerned  in  the  king's  receipt  of 
money  from  France,  98.  and  note, — 
cause  of  his  fall,  and  his  impeachment, 
107.  -^  argument  urged  in  defence  ol^ 
ibid.  —  questions  arising  from  his  im- 
peachment, 108.  —  intemperance  of 
the  proceedings  against  him,  ibkL-^ 
important  discussions  in  the  case  of, 
109.  and  note  f.  — committed  to  the 
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Tower,  ilnd. — pleads  hk  pardon,  ibuL 
— lords  resist  this  plea,  110. — con- 
fined in  the  Tower  three  years,  117. 

—  admitted  to  bail  by  jodge  Jeffries, 
118. 

Darien  company,  the  business  of  the,  ii. 
498. 

Dauphin  (son  of  Louis  XIV.),  effect  of 
his  death  on  the  French  succession, 
ii.  381. 

DaTid  II.,  parliament  at  Scone  under 
him,  IL  468. 

Dead,  prayers  for  the,  in  the  first  liturgy 
of  Edward  VI.,  i.  87.  —  omitted  on 
its  revisal,  ibid. 

Deaths  of  the  dauphin  and  dukes  of 
Burgundy  and  Berry,  ii.  381.  — 
effect  of  their  deaths  on  the  French 
succession,  ibid. 

Debt  (public),  its  amount  in  1714,  ii. 
377.  note alarm  excited  at  its  mag- 
nitude, 463. 

De  Burgh,  or  Burke,  family  of,  in  Ire- 
land, £ei11  off  from  their  subjection  to 
the  crown,  it  515. 

Declaration  published  by  the  army  for 
the  settlement  of  the  nation,  i.  640. 

—  in  fEiYOur  of  a  compromise,  ii.  19. 
— in  &vour  of  liberty  of  conscience, 

44 of  indulgence,  84.  —  opposed 

by  parliament,  90.  —  of  rights,  267. 

Denization,  charters  cft,  granted  to  par- 
ticular persons,  ii.  513. 

Dependence  of  Irish  on  English  parlia- 
ment, ii.  565. 

Derry,  noble  defence  of,  ii.  559. 

Desiderata  Curioea  Hibemica,  extract 
from  that  work,  concerning  the  pre- 
diction of  the  rebellion  in  1641,  ii. 
542.  note, 

Desmond  (earl  of),  attends  the  Irish 
parliament,  ii.  526.  —  his  rebellion 
in  1583,  and  forfeiture  of  his  lands, 
539.  — his  lands  parcelled  out  among 
English  undertakers,  ibid. 

Difference  between  the  lords  and  com- 
mons on  the  Habeas  Corpus  bill,  iL 
175. 

Digby  (John,  lord),  his  speech  concern- 
ing Strafford,  i.  529.  —  letters  taken 
on  the  route  of,  at  Sherborn,  611. 
note, 

Digges  (sir  Dudley),  his  committal  to 
the  Tower,  i.  378. 

Discontent  of  the  royalists,  ii.  8 

Discontent  of  the  nation  with  the  go- 
yemment  of  William  III.,  ii.  271. 

Discontent  of  the  nation  at  the  conduct 
of  Charles  II.,  ii.  50. 

Discussions  between  the  two  houses  of 


parliament  on  the  exclusion  of  the 
regicides  and  others,  ii.  2 — 4. 

Dispensation,  power  of,  preserved  after 

the  reformation,  i.  190 attempt  to 

take  away,  191. 

Dispensations  granted  by  Charles  I., 
i.  447. 

Dissensions  between  lords  and  commons 
of  rare  occurrence,  ii.  179. 

Divinity,  study  of,  in  the  seventeenth 
century,  L  482.  and  note. 

Divorce  of  Henry  VIII.  from  queen 
Catherine,  historical  account  of  its 
rise,  progress,  and  effects,  i.  60—66. 

Divorces,  canon  law  concerning,  under 
Edward  VI.,  i.  102.  note.  —  Henry 
VIII. 's  two,  creating  an  uncertainty 
in  the  line  of  succession,  parliament 
enable  the  king  to  bequeath  the  king- 
dom  by  his  will,  34. 

Dodd's  Church  History,  important  let- 
ters to  be  found  in,  relative  to  the 
Catholic  intrigues  on  the  succession, 
i.  286.  note, 

Domesday  Book,  burgesses  of,  were 
inhabitants  within  die  borough,  ii. 
205. 

Dort,  synod  of,  king  James's  conduct  to 
the,  i.  402.  and  note. 

Douay  College,  intrigues  of  the  priests 
of,  i.  137.  — account  of  the  founda- 
tion, ibid,  note. 

Downing  (sir  George),  proviso  intro- 
duced by,  into  the  subsidy  bill,  iL55. 

I>rury,( ),  execution  of,  i.  407.  note. 

Dublin,  citizens  of,  committed  to  prison, 
for  refusing  to  frequent  the  protestant 
church,  ii.  537. 

Dugdale  (sir  William),  garter  king  at 
arms,  his  account  of  the  earl  of  Hert- 
ford's marriage,  i.  292.  and  note*, 

Dunkirk,  sale  of,  by  Charles  II.,  ii.  51. 
—  particulars  relating  to  the  sale  of, 
67,  68.  and  note. 

Durham,  county  and  city  of,  right  of 
election  granted  to  the,  ii.  204. 

Dutch  mortgaged  towns,  restored  to  the, 
i.  341. -->  fleet  insults  our  coasts,  ii. 
66.  —  armies   mostly   composed   of 
catholics,  340. 

Ecclesiastical  commission  court,  i.  200, 
201.  and  note*. 

Ecclesiastical  courts,  their  character  and 

abuses,  i.  212.  note\ restrained  by 

those  of  law,  327.  — their  jurisdic- 
tion, 465.  note,  —  commission  of  1686 
issued  by  James  II.,  ii.  228. 

Ecclesiastics  of  Ireland,  their  enormous 
monopoly,  ii.  564* 
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Edgehill,  battle  of,  i.  572 —  its  con- 
se<|uences  in  favour  of  Charles,  ibid* 

Edward  I.,  his  letter  to  the  justiciary  of 
Ireland,  granting  permission  to  some 
septs  to  Uve  under  English  law,  ii. 
515. 

Edward  It.  (king  of  England),  legisla^ 
ture  established  by  statute  of,  i.  3.  and 
note, 

Edward  til.  (king  of  England),  re- 
markable clause  relating  to  treason 
in  the  act  of,  ii.  1 10. 

Edward  VI.  (king  of  England),  attached 
to  the  reformed  religion,  i.  85.  — abi- 
lities of  his  letters  and  journal,  ibid, 
note.  —  harsh  treatment  of  his  sister 

'    Mary,  and  reluctance  to  execute  Joan 

.  Boucher,  Hid.  —  alterations  in  the 
English  church  under,  ibid^ — the  re- 
formation in  his  minority  conducted 
with  violence  and  rapacity,  93.  —  de- 
nies the  princess  Mary  enjoying  her 
own  religion,  95.  —  positive  progress 
of  the  reformation  under,  103.  —  his 
laws  concerning  religion  re-enacted, 
111.  —  omission  of  a  prayer  in  his 
liturgy,  ibid,  note  •. . —  differences  be- 
tween the  protestanfs  commenced  un- 
der, 173 his  death  prevented  the 

Genevan  system  from  spreading  in 
the  English  church*  174. 

Effect  of  the  press,  ii.  161.  —  restric- 
tions upon  it  in  the  reign  of  Henry 
Vlir.,  168. 

Ejection  of  non-conformist  clergy,  ii.  36. 

Election,  rights  of,  it  202 four  difr 

ferebt  theories  relating  to  the,  205.  -^ 
their  relative  merits  considered,  206. 

Elections,  regulated  by  Elizabeth's 
ministers,  i.  265.  and  note*.  —  debate 
concerning,  266.  —  first  penalty  for 
bribery  in,  267.  —  right  of  deter- 
mining, claimed  by  parliament,  273. 

—  interference  of  James  I.  in,  301, 
Elections,  remarks  on  their  manage- 
ment, ii.  209,  210  and  note.* 

Elective  franchise  in  ancient  boroughs, 
difficult  to  determine  by  what  class 
of  persons  it  was  possessed,  ii.  202. 

—  different  opinions,  regarding  the, 
ibid. 

^liot  (sir  John),  his  committal  to  the 
Tower,  i.  378.  —  con^mitt&l  and  pro- 
ceedings against  ,421. 

Elizabeth  ^princess),  treasonable  to  as- 
sert her  legitimacy,  i.  34. 

Elizabeth  (queen  of  England)^  popula- 
lation  of  the  realm  under,  i.  8.  note. 

—  revision  of  church  articles  under, 
91.  —  a  dangerous  prisoner  to  queen 


Mary,  106.  note. — easily  re-establishes 
protestantism,  107.  —  laws  oi^  re- 
specting catholics,  chap.  liL  106 — 
1 69.  —  her  popularity  and  protestiuit 
feelings,  108.  —  suspected  of  bdaig 
engaged  in  M^yatt's  conspiracy,  ^tid. 
note.  —  announces  her  accession  to 
the  pope,  but  proceeds  slowly  In  her 
religious  reA>nn»  109. —<  her  council 
and  parliament  generally  protestaot, 
110* — her  acts  of  supremacy  and 
uniformity.  111.  —  oath  oC  supremiicy 
to,  explamed,  112.  ju>(f.  ^^  restraint 
of  Koman  catholic  worship  in  her 
first  years,  113.  —  embassy  to,  from 
Pius  IV.,  1 14. — her  death  prophesied 
by  the  Romanists,  115,. and  note. — 
statute  preventing,  ibid. — conspiracy 
against,  ibid,  note  §.  —  letters  of  the 
emperor  Ferdinand  to,  on  behalf  of 
the  English  catholics,  119.  and  note, 
—  her  answer  against  them*  ibid,  — 
circumstaaoes  of  her  reign  affected 
her  conduct  towards  them,  121. — 
the  crown  settled  on  her  by  act  3$th 

Henry  VIIL,  122 uncertainty  of 

her  succession,  ibid.  —  her  marriage 
desired  bv  the  nation,  124.  —  soitprs 
to  her,  the  archduke  Charles*  and 
Dudley,  carl  of  Leicester,  155.  — her 
unwilUngness  to  niarry,  and  coquetry, 
ibid.  249. —  astrological  prediction  on 
that  match,  125.  note. — objects,  with 
her  council,  to  tolerate  popery,  1 26..and 
note,  144.  — improbability  of  her  hav- 
ing issue«  126.  and  iiole..*w offended  by 
the  queen  of  Scots  hearing  the  arms, 
&c.  of  England,  129. — pressed  to  de- 
cide on  her  successor,  126.  249. — 
proceedings  of^  against  lady  Giiey, 
124. —  intrigues  with  the  malcontents 
of  France  and  Scotland  to  revenge 
herself  on  Mary,  129.  note,  —  not  un- 
favourable to  her  succession,  ibid,  — 
courses  open  to,  after  Mary^s  abdica- 
tion, 1 30. — BuH  of  excommunication 
and  deposition  published  against  her 
by  pope  Pius  V.,  134t  —  insurrections 
against,  and  dangerous  state  of  Eng- 
land, had  she  died,  135 her  want 

of  foreign  alliances,  136. — stattites 
for  her  security  against  the  papists, 
137.  note.  —  addressed  by  the  puritans 
against  the  queen  of  Scots,  138, — 
restrains  the  parUament*s  proceedings 
against  her,  139.  254. — advised  to 
provide  for  her  security,  139.  — in- 
clined and  encouraged  to  proceed 
against  the  papists,  140.  ^^ner  de- 
claration for  Uniformity  of  worsliip^ 
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14 1 ,  --.  on  doubtful  terms  'with  Spain, 
143. — foreign  policy  of,  justifiable, 

'144.  note.  —  her  httention  to  avoid 
capital  penalties  on  account  of  reli- 
gion, 145.  —  papists  executed  on  her 

~ '  statutes,  ibid.  —  acknpwled^d  queen 
"by  Campian  the  Jesuit,  1 46.  —  torture 

usfed  in  her  reign,  148 persecutions 

^  of,  procure  her  to  be  published  as  a 
tyrant,   149.  —  lord  JBurleigh's  de- 

'  lances  of,  ibid. — her  persecutions  an 
argument  against  the  reign  of  Henry 
IV.  of  France,  ibid.  note*.  —  com- 
mands the  torture  to  ba  disused,  151. 
an  inquisition  made  after  her  ene- 
mies, and  some  executed,  153.  —  her 
assassination  contemplated,  155.  note  *. 
— disaffection  of  the  papists  to,  caused 
by  her  ui^nst  aggressions  on  their 
liberty  of  conscience,  155.  notet-  — 
an  association  formed  to  defend  her 
per$on,  157.  —  her  affectation  con- 
cerning the  death  of  queen  Mary, 

'  158.  —  number  of  catholic  martrys 
under,  162. . —  character  of  her  re- 
ligious restraints,  168.  >^  her  laws 
respecting  protestant  non-conformists, 
chap  iv.  170 — ^228 her  policy   to 

,   maintain  her  ecclesiastical  power,  170. 

•  —  protestants  recalled  by  her  acces- 
sion, 172.  —  difference  of  her  tenets 

■ '  and  ceremonies,  ibid,  and  note.  —  dis- 
approves of  the  clergy  marrying,  173. 

—  coarse  treatment  of  archbishop 
Paricer's  wife,  174.  note.  —  probable 
cause  of  her  retaining  some  cere- 

'  monies,  177.  —  prevents  the  abolish - 

'  ing  of  licences  and  dispensations,  191. 

* —  orders  for  suppression  of  prophe- 

STmgs,   196 — 198 supported   the 

;  Scottish  clergy,  209.  —  omits  to  sum- 
mon parliament  for  five  years,  210. 

—  anxious  for  the  good  government 
of  church  and  state,  but  jealous  of 

'  interference,  ibid.  —  her  violence  to- 
wards bishop  Cox,  224.  —  tyranny 
■  of,  towards  her  bishops,  225.  note  \, 

—  her  reported  offer  to  the  puritans, 
226,  note^  —  Walslngham's  letter  in 
defence  of  her  government,  227.  and 
note.  —  view  of  her  civil  government, 
chap.  V.  229 — 284. — character  of  her 
administration  chiefly  religious,  229. 

—  her  advantages  for  acquiring  ex- 
tensive authority,  226 her  course 

of  government  illustrated,  234.  note. 

—  unwarranted  authority  of  some  of 
her  proclamations,  236. — disposition 
to  adopt  martial  law,  240. — her  il- 

,  legal  commission  to  sir  Thomas  M^il- 


ford^  241.  —.^  did  not  assert  arbitrary 
taxation,  243.  —  her  singular  fru- 
gality, 244. — borrowed  money  by 
privy  seals,  but  punctual  in  repay- 
ment, ibid.  -^  instance  of  her  return- 
ing money  illegally  collected,  245. 
note.  —  disputa  of,  with  the  parlia* 
ment,  on  her  marriage  and  succession, 
and  the  common  prayer,  249.  —  in- 
stances of  her  interference  and  au- 
thority over  her  parliaments,  ibid.  254 
— 261. — resigned  monopolies,  26  U — 
compelled  to  solicit  subsidies  of  her 

later  parliaments,  262 added  to  the 

members  of  the  house  of  commons, 
264.  -^  her  monarchy  limited,  276. 
note.  —  supposed  power  of  her  crown, 
282.  —  Philip  II.  attempts  to  de- 
throne her,  286.  note.  —  intended 
James  I.  for  her  successor,  287.  note. 

—  her  popularity  abated  in  her  latter 
years,  295.  and  note.  —  probable 
causes  of,  ibid.  —  probable  reasons 
for  her  not  imposing  customs  on 
foreign  goods,  318 mutilation  or- 
dered by  the  star  chamber,  during 

her  reign,  452 alienation  of  part 

of  Ireland,  in  the  reign  of,  ii.  526.  — 
reasons  for  establishing  the  protestant 
religion  in  Ireland,  m  the  reign  of, 
528. 

Empson  (sir  Richard),  and  Edmund 
Dudley,  prostitute  instruments  of  the 
avarice  of  Henry  VII.,  i.  15, -^  put 
to  death  on  a  frivolous  charge  of  high 
treason,  16.  and  note*. 

Enclosures,  rebellion  concerning,  i.  92. 

England,  state  of  religion  in,  at  the  be- 
ginning of  the  16th  century,  i.  57. 

—  preparations  in,  for  a  reformation 
of  the  church,  ibid.  —  means  of  its 
emancipation  from  the  papal  power, 

.  67.  —  foreign  politics  of,  under  James 
I.,  332. 

England,  view  of,  previous  to  the  long 

parliament,    i.  498 — 510 divided 

into  districts  by  Cromwell,  668.-^ 
state  of,  since  the  revolution  in  168d, 
compared  with  its  condition  under 
the  Stuarts,  ii.  280,  281.  —  its  danger 
of  becoming  a  province  to  France, 
297. 

England,  New,  proclamation  against 
emigrations  to,  1.  477. 

English  nation  not  unsuited  to  a  repub- 
lican form  of  government,  i.  691. — 
unwillingness  of  the,  to  force  the  re- 
luctance of  their  sovereign,  ii.  129.  — 
English  settlers  in  Ireland,  their  de- 
generacy»  515.  —  settlements  of,  in 
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Munster,  Ulster,  and  other  parts,  5S9. 
— injustice  attending  them,  542. 

Episcopacy,  house  of  commons  opposed 
to,  i.  209.  —  divine  right  of,  main- 
tained, 396.  and  notef  483,  and  note  f. 
—  moderation  of,  designed,  533.  and 
note.  —  biJl  for  abolishing,  582.  — 
revived  in  Scotland,  iL  488 juris- 
diction of  the  bishops  unlimited,  ibid. 
Episcopal  discipline  reviyes  with  the 
monarchy,  ii.  16.  —  clergy  driven  out 
lEguriously  by  the  populace  from  their 
livings,  479.  —  permitted  to  hold 
them  again,  ibid. 

Episcopalians  headed  by  Selden,  i.  617. 
and  note, 

Erastianism,  the  church  of  England  in 
danger  of,  i.  113.  note. 

Erudition  of  a  Christian  Man,  1540, 
reformed  doctrines  contained  in,  by 

authority  of  Henry  VIIL,  I  82 

character  of,  ibid.  note. 

Escheats,  frauds  of,  under  Henry  VI L, 
i.  15 act  for  amending,  16. 

Essex  (county  of),  extent  of  royal  forests 
in,  i.  429. 

Essex  (Robert  Devereaux,  earl  of),  in- 
judicious conduct  of,  after  the  battle 
of  Edgehill,  i.  572.  note.  —  raises  the 
siege  of  Gloucester,  580. — suspected 
of  being  reluctant  to  complete  the  tri- 
umph of  the  parliament,  598.  and  note. 

Estates,  the  convention  of,  turned  into 
a  parliament,  ii.  496.  —  forfeited,  in 
Ireland,  allotted  to  those  who  would 
aid  in  reducing  the  island  to  obe- 
dience, 554. 

Et  ccRtera  oath  imposed  on  the  clergy, 
i.  533. 

Europe,  absolute  sovereigns  of,  in  the 
sixteenth  century,  i.  282. 

Exchequer,  court  of,  trial  in,  on  the 
king's  prerogative  of  imposing  duties, 
i  316.  and  note.  —  cause  of  ship- 
money  tried  in  the  court  of,  436.  and 
note.  —  court  of,  an  intermediate  tri- 
bunal between  the  king's  bench  and 
parliament,  il  184. 

Excise  on  liquor,  first  imposition  of,  in 
England,  i.  597.  and  note.  —  granted 
in  lieu  of  military  tenures,  ii.  10. — 
prerogative  of  the  crown  reduced  by 
the,  11.  —  amount  of  duty  on  beer, 
under  William  III.,  281.  note. 

Exclusion  of  the  duke  of  York  proposed 
and  discussed,  ii.  127 — 130.  —  of 
placemen  and  pensioners  Arom  par- 
liament, 357.  and  note. 

Exeter,  bishopric  of^  despoiled  in  the 
reformation,  i.  94. 


Ex  officio  oath  in  the  high  comininioii 
court,  i.  201. — attacked  in  the  house 
of  commons,  210. 

Expulsion,  right  o^  claimed  by  parlia- 
men,  i.  273. 

Factions  of  P^m  and  Vane,  L  580.-^ 
cause  of  their  aversion  to  pacific  mea- 
sures, ibid.  —  at  Oxford,  588. 

Fairfax  (sir  Thomas),  and  Oliver  Crom- 
well, superiority  of  their  abilities  ibr 
war,  i.  599. 

Falkland  (Henry  Carey,  l»rd),  account 
of;  i.  589. 

Family  of  Love,  said  to  have  been  em- 
ployed by  the  papists,  i.  122.  note. 

Feckenham  (John,  abbot  of  Westmin- 
ster), imprisoned  under  EUaabetfa,  I, 
118.  note*. 

Felton  ( ),  executed  for  fixing  the 

pope's  bull  on  the  bishop  of  London's 
palace,  i.  138. 

Fenwick  (sir  John),  strong  oppo8iti<m 
to  his  attainder  in  parliament,  ii.  296. 
—  his  imprudent  yet  true  disclosure, 
ibid. 

Ferdinand  (emperor  of  Germany),  writes 
to  Elizabeth  on  behalf  of  the  En|^idi 
catholics,  i.  1 18.  and  note. — his  liberal 
religions  policy,  ibid,  note. 

Ferrers  (George),  his  illegal  arrest,  L 
269.  note. 

Festivals  in  the  church  of  England,  i. 
396. 

Feudal  rights  perverted  under  Henry 
VII.,  i.  15.  —  system,  the,  introdnc- 
tion  of,  ii.  466.  —  remarks  on  the 
probable  cause  of  its  decline,  473. 

Filmer  (sir  Robert),  remarks  on  his 
scheme  of  government,  ii.  161. 

Finch  (Heneage),  chief  justice  of  the 
common  pleas,  adviser  of  ship-money, 
L  434.  —  defends  the  king's  abeolnte 
power,  440.  —  parliamentary  im- 
peachment of,  559.  note  *. 

Fines,  statute  of;  misunderstood,  L 
13. 

Fire  of  London,   it  76 advice  to 

Charles  on  the,  77.  —  papists  sus- 
pected, ibid. — odd  circumstance  con- 
nected with,  ibid,  and  note. 

Fish,  statutes  and  proclamations  for  the 
eating  of,  in  Lent,  i.  397.  note. 

Fisher  (John,  bishop  of  Rochester),  his 
defence  of  the  clergy,  L  64.  —  be- 
headed for  denying  the  ecclesiastical 
supremacy.  27. 

Fitaharris  (Edward),  his  impeachment, 
ii.  143. — constitutional  question  on, 
discussed,  ibid. 
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'Fitastephen,  his  oonqnests  in  Ireland, 
ii.  509. 

Flanders,  books  of  the  reformed  religion 
printed  in,  i.  82. 

Fleetwood  (lieutenant-general  Charles), 
opposes  Cromwell's  assuming  the  title 

of  king,  i.  675 the  title  of  lord- 

generaJ^  with  power  over  all  commis- 
sions, proposed  to  be  conferred  on, 
685. — his  character,  697.  and  note*, 

Fleming  (Thomas),  chief  baron  of  the 
exchequer,  his  speech  on  the  king's 
power,  i.  318. 

Flesh,  statutes,  &c  against  eating,  in 
Lent,  L  397.  note, 

Fletcher  (John,  bishop  of  London), 
suspended  by  Elizabeth,  L  219.  note. 

Floyd  (Mr.),  violent  proceedings  of  the 

parliament  against,  i.   359.   362 

the  infamous  case  of,  conduct  of  the 
commons  in,  ii.  440. 

Forbes  (sir  Dayid),  fined  by  the  star- 
chamber,  L  454. 

Forest  laws,  enforcement  and  oppression 
of,  under  Charles  L,  i.  429.  and  note  §. 
—  extent  of  forests  fixed  by  act  of 
parliament,  518. 

Forfeiture  of  the  charter  of  London,  ii. 
149.  —  observations  on  the  proceed- 
ings on,  ibid. 

Fortescue  (sir  John),  question  of  his 
election,  i.  300. 

Fostering,  Irish  custom  of,  explained, 
IL  515.  note, — severe  penalty  against, 
518. 

Fox  (Edward,  bishop  of  Hereford),  ex- 
cites Wolsey  to  reform  the  monas- 
teries, L  70. 

Fox  (right  honourable  C.  J.),  his  doubt 
whether  James  IL  aimed  at  subvert- 
ing the  protestant  establishment  ex- 
amined, ii.  217.  —  anecdote  of,  and 
the  did^e  of  Newcastle,  concerning 
secret  service  money,  428.  note*, 

France,  its  government  despotic  when 
compared  with  that  of  England,  i. 
277.  — authors  against  the  monarchy 
of,  278.  note.  —  public  misery  of,  ii. 
380.  and  note. 

Franchise,  elective,  taken  away  from  the 
catholics  of  Ireland,  iL  563.  endnote*, 

Francis  I.  (king  of  France),  his  medi- 

•  ation  between  the  pope  and  Henry 
VIIL,  L  62. 

Francis  IL  (king  of  France),  display  of 
his  pretensions  to  the  crown  of  Eng- 
land, i.  130.  and  note. 

Frankfort,  divisions  of  the  protestants 
at,  i.  171.  and  note. 

Freeholder,  privileges  of  the  English,  i. 


445.  —  under  the  Saxons  bound  to 

defend  the  nation,  550. 
French  government,  moderation  of  the, 

at  the  treaty  of  Aix-la-Chapelle,  ii. 

459. 
Fresh  severities  against  dissenters,  ii. 

86. 
Fulham,  destruction  of  trees,  &c.  at  the 

palace  of^  by  bishop  Aylmer,  L  203. 

note-f. 
Fuller  (Mr. ),  imprisonment  of,  by  the 

star-chamber,  L  349. 

Gardiner  (Stephen,  bishop  of  Win- 
chester), prevails  on  Henry  VIIL  to 
prohibit  the  English  Bible,  i.  83. 
note,  — forms  a  list  of  words  in  it  un- 
fit for  translation,  ibid, — a  supporter 

of  the  popish  party,  84 in  disgrace 

at  the  death  of  Henry  VIIL,  ibid.  — 
character  and  virtues  of,  L  97.  note, 
— his  persecution  palliated,  ibid. 

Garnet  ( Henry )»  his  probable  guilt  in 
the  gunpowder  plot,  i  405.  note, 

Gan*away  and  Lee  take  money  from 
the  court  for  softening  votes,  ii.  95, 
96.  and  note  *. 

Garrisons,  ancient  military  force  kept 
in,  L  550. 

Gauden  (Dr.  John),  the  supposed 
author  of  Icon  Basilike,  i.  649.  and 
note. 

Gavel-kind,  tenure  of  Irish,  explained, 
ii.  505.  and  note*, — determined  to 
be  void,  538. 

Gentry,  or  landowners,  under  the  Plan- 
tagenets,  without  any  exclusive  pri- 
vilege, i.  5.  —  disordered  state  of, 
under  Henry  VI.  and  Edward  IV., 
9.  —  of  the  north  of  England,  their 

turbulent  spirit,  53 repressed  by 

Henry  VIIL  and  the  court  of  star- 
chamber,  ibid,  and  note,  —  why  in- 
clined to  the  reformation,  68.  —  of 
England,  became  great  under  the 
Tudors,  deriving  their  estates  from 
the  suppressed  monasteries,  78. 

George  I  (king  of  England),  his  acces- 
sion to  the  crown,  ii.  392.  —  chooses 
a  Whig  ministry,  ibid. — great  disaf- 
fection in  the  kmgdom,  394.  and  note, 

—  causes  of  his  unpopularity,  404 

Habeas  Corpus  Act  several  times  sus- 
pended in  his  reign,  ibid,  note. — in- 
capable of  speaking  English,  trusted 
his  ministers  with  the  management  of 
the  kingdom,  455. 

George  I.  and  George  IL  (kings  of 
England),  their  personal  authority  at 
the  lowest  point,  ii.  458. 
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George  II.,  character  of,  iL  456. 

Geraldines,  family  of  tbe,  restored,  ii. 
524. 

Gerard  (Mr.),  executed  for  plotting  to 
kill  Cromwell,  i.  667.  and  note§. 

Germany,  less  prepared  for  a  religioos 
reformation  than  England,  i.  57.  — 
books  of  the  reformed  religion  printed 
in,  82.  —  celibacy  of  priests  rejected 
by  the  protestants  of,  92.  —  troops  of^ 
sent  to  quell  commotions,  93.  and 
note  *.  —  mass  not  tolerated  by  the 
liUtheran  princes  of,  95.  and  note*, 
reformation  caused  by  the  covetous- 
ness  and  pride  of  superior  ecclesi- 
astics, 100.  —  war  with,  commons* 
grant  for,  in  1621,  362. 

Gertruydenburg,  conferences  broken  off 
and  renewed  at,  ii.  376.  —  remark  of 
Cunningham  on  the,  ibid.  note. 

Glamorgan  (Edward  Somerset,  earl  of), 
discovery  of  a  secret  treaty  between 
him  and  the  Irish  catholics,  i.  610. 
— certainty  of,  confirmed  by  Dr.  Birch, 
612.  and  note. 

Godfrey  (sir  Edmondbnry),  his  very 
extraordinary  death,  ii.  121.  — not 
satisfactorily  accounted  for,  122.  and 
notes. 

Godolphin  (Sidney,  earl  of),  preserves 
a  secret  connexion  with  the  court  of 
James,  ii.  383. — his  partiality  to  the 
Stuart  cause  suspected,  384. 

Godstow  nunnery,  interceded  for  at  the 
dissolution,  i.  76. 

Godwin  (William),  important  circum- 
stances, omitted  by  other  historians, 
respecting  the  self-denying  ordinance, 
pointed  out  by,  in  his  history  of  the 
commonwealth,  i.  600.  notef*  —  his 
book  characterised  as  a  work  in  which 
great  attention  has  been  paid  to  the 
order  of  time,  61.5.  note. 

Gold  coin,  Duteh  merchants  fined  for 
exporting,  i.  342. 

Goodwin  (sir  Francis),  question  of  his 
election,  i.  302.  and  note*, 

Gossipred,  ii.  515.  note, — severe  penalty 
against,  518. 

Government  of  England,  ancient  form 
of,  a  limited  monarchy,  i.  276 — 281. 
and  note.  —  erroneously  asserted  to 
have  been  absolute,  278.  —  consul- 
tations against  the,  of  Charles  II. 
begin  to  be  held,  ii.  152.  —  difficult 
problem  in  the  practical  science  of, 
256. — always  a  monarchy  limited  by 
law,  264.  —  Its  predominating  cha- 
racter aristotratical,  265. — new  and 
revolutionary,  remarks  on  a,  274.  — 


Locke  and  MonteRqnieiL,  authority  of 
their  names  on  that  subject,  414'. — 
studious  to  promote  distingoisbed 
men,  i&id,  —  Executive,  not  deprived 
of  BO  much  power  by  the  ravoliitioii 
as  is  generally  supposed,  453.  —  ar- 
bitrary, of  Scotland,  488. 

Government,  Irish,  its  zeal  for  the  re- 
formation of  abuses,  iL  517.  — of 
Ireland,  benevolent  scheme  in  the, 
539.  and  note. 

Governors  of  districts  in  Scotland  take 
the  title  of  earls,  iL  466. 

Gowrie  (earl  of),  and  his  brother,  ex* 
ecuted  for  conspiracy,  iL  486.  and 
note. 

Grafton  (Thomas),  his  ChroiMe  imper- 
fect, i.  18.  note. 

Graham  and  Burton,  solicitors  to  the 
treasury,  committed  to  the  Tower  by 
the  council,  and  afterwards  put  in 
custody  of  the  sergeant  by  the  com- 
mons, ii.  440. 

Granville  (lord),  favourite  minister  of 
George  IL,  iL  456 bickering  be- 
tween him  and  the  Pelbams,  ilnd. 

Gregory  XIII.,  his  explanation  of  the 
bnllof  Pius  v.,  L  147. 

Grenville  (right  honourable  George), 
his  excellent  statute  respecting  con- 
troverted elections,  iL  211, 212. 

Grey  (lady  Catherine),  presumptive 
heiress  to  the  English  throne  at  the 
beginning  of  Elizabeth's  reign,  L  123. 
249. — ^proceedings  of  the  queen  against 
her,  128.  and  note her  party  de- 
prived of  influence  by  their  ignoble 
connexions,  129.  —  legitimacy  of  her 
marriage  and  issue,  291,  292 pre- 
sent representative  of  this  claim,  293. 
note,  —  her  former  marriage  with  the 
earl  of  Pembroke,  ibid. 

Grey  (Iiconard,  lord  deputy  of  Ireland), 
defeats  the  Irish,  ii.  524. 

Grey  (sir  Arthur),  his  severity  in  the 
government  of  Ireland,  ii.  532. 

Griffin  V ),  star-chamber  information 

against,  L  451.  note*. 

Grimston  (sir  Harbottle),  extract  from 
his  speech,  L  703.  note.  —  electad 
speaker,  715. 

Grindal  (Edmund,  bishop  of  London), 
his  letter  concerning  a  private  priest, 
L  114. 

Grindal  (Edmund,  archbishop  of  Can- 
terbury), prosecutes  the  puritans,  L 
193.  —  tolerates  their  meetings  called 
"  prophesyings,"  1 9  7. — his  consequent 
sequestration  and  independent  chaxae- 
ter,  198.  and  note. 
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GnaiMywdor.  {dot,  .prdbailUfe  eobspivstDrs 
ix^the,!  •ifOSi  and  noteXy  406. 

Mabeaa  CorjMts, :  trial'  on  the  ligiit  of, 

■  r.  S8&~a87.  seo.  421 act  <S^  first 

aentitp'to.thvlaTds^  ii.  OSw^  passed, 

'.17^  aad  noie^  ^^  no  noir  principle 

iutrodaced  by  ifi^  177.-^  power. of  the 

^ranrt  of  cocnmoii  pleas- to  issue  writs 

:  o^  177i  and  fu)te*«-»partic«lars  of  the, 
i^V£>— .its  efiectual  veoMdies*  17&« . 

Hale  (sir  Matthew),  and  olher  judges, 
decide  on*  ihe  iiiegBUty  of -finJAg  jur. 
ries,  ii.  1 73. ^^  his  timid  Judgioenl  in 
'^ases  of  tf  ea8i»D»  5S  L 

Hales  (John),  hi«-defenee  of  Lady  Ca- 
therine Grey,  i.   128.  and  noU^. — 

.  bfi0  chaitiet^r  and  TfeaHs0  m  ^eMdem, 
L  495. 

Hales  (sir  Edward^  ^eaoe  i>f>  ii.  2U»  227. 

Hali£uL, (George  Saviie,  marquis  of), 

gives  offenee.«»  James  II.,  ii.  214. — 

.4^huration  of  xiglitfi  presented  byr  to 

the  priDce  of  Orangey  267,  263. — 

retires  fieom  poweiv  ^76. 

Hall  ( Arthur )i  proceedings  of  parlia- 
mqat  against^  i.  27  3.^  and  noU-  — fa- 
mous cas«  p4  the  first;  precedent  oi 
the  commons  panishing  ooo  of  their 
owiijDiembersr  iL  353. 

Ball  (Edwitrd),  his  ChronicU  contains 

the  best  i^u^unt  of  the  events  of  the 

.  rc;ig^  of  Henry  ynL,i.  X^.note. — hi«^ 

. ,  Accpunt  of  the  IcT^  of  1525,.19.  note*. 

Hall  (Br.  Joseph,  bishop  of  Exeter),  bis 
defence  of  episcopacy,  i.  483.  note  f, 

Hamiltoa  (James,  doke  of ),  eng^aged  in 
the  interest  of  the  pretender,  ii.  387, — 
Icilled  in  a  duel  with  lord  Mohun,3d8. 

Hampden  (John),  levy  on,  for  slup- 
money,  i.  436.  and  note*. — trial  of, 
for  refusing  payment,  431 --435.  and 
notes. — mentioned  by  lord  Strafford, 
461. 

Hampton  Court  conference  with  the 
rpuritaqsj  i.  297. 

Hanover,  settlement  of  the  crown  on  the 
house  of,  ii.  345.  —  limitations  of  th^ 
prerogative  contained  in  it,  345,  346. 

and,  no^f remarkable  6fluse  of  the 

fourth  remedial  article,  347: 

Hanover,  the  house  of,  spoken  of  ^th 
contempt,  ii.  389.  and  note  -^-acquires 
the  duchies  of  Bremen  and  Yerdeii 
in  1716,  404. 

Hanoverian  succession  in  dan^r  from 
the  ministry  of  queen  Anne,  ii.  889: 
and  note. 

Harcourt  (Sinion,  lord  chandellor),  en- 
gaged id  the  interest  of  the  pretender, 
if.%7. 


HardingV  case,  oonatn»tiT«  titeaaon  iot^ 
iL3i7k  aBdiM]€er» 

Hardwicke  (lord  chief  justice),  his  ar- 
'giuii«nta  in  opposittg*  bill  to  prevent- 
smitggliiig,  ii.  452. 

Harley  (sir  Robert),  puritan  spoliatiooS' 
off  L  588i,  and  n«tef « 

Harley  (Boberjt,  earl  of  Oxford),  his 
oenture  on  the  parliamentary  pro- 
ceedings against  Floyd,  i.  362.  noCf. 

Harmer,  his. valuation  of  monastic  pro- 
perty in  England,  L  69.  and  76.  wote. 

Harrington  (sir  Jolin>»  notice  of  Jsjofes 
I.  b)>,  i.  296.  nott. 

Hatton  (uir  Christopher)!  his  lenity  to- 
wards papists,  L  167.  and  Mo£$.-~an 
enemy  to  the  puritans,  200,  .-.his 

'  spoliation  of  church  property,  223.— » 
attempt  to  assassinate,  241..^  his 
forest  amercement,  429, 

Heath  (Kobert),  attorney-general,  his 
speech  on  the  case  of  habeas  corpus, 
i.  385. — on  the  petition  of  ri^ht,  414. 
—  denies  the  criminal  Jurisdiction  of 
parliament,  421. 

Heath  (Thomas),  seized  with  sectarian 

,  tracts,  i.  122.  note. 

Henrietta  IVIaria  (queen  of  Charles  I.), 
conditions  of  her  marriage  with  him, 
i«  411. — letter   of,   concerning    the 

.  religion  pt  Charles  T.,  489.  note 

her  imprudent  zeal  for  popery,  543. 
note.  -^  fear  of  impeachment,  ibid. 

note sent  from  England  with  the 

crown  jewels,  658.  and  note. — Charles 

the  Firsfs  strange  pron^lse  not   to 

'  make  any  peace  without  her  media- 

•   tion,  575 impeachment  of,  for  high 

treason,  the  most  odious  act  of  the 
long  parliament,  576. — her  conduct, 
602. — and  advice  to  Charles,  ihid. — 
writes  several  imperious  letters  to  the 
king,  60t.  —  fortids  him  to  think  of 
escaping,  ibid.  iMte*.^—h\\  conduct  of, 
ibid, — abandons  all  regard  to  English 
interest,  ibid.  —  plan  formed  by,  to 
deliver  Jersey  up  to  France,  ibid.  — 
power  given  her  by  the  king  to  treat 
with  the  eathoHes,  60$; — aneedote  of 
the  king's  letters  to  her,  t^tdL  Mota. 

Henry  II.  (king  of  Eogland),  instkntes 
'  itinerant  justices,  i.  7.  '^  invasion  of 
Ireland  by,  iii  909. 

Hen^y  VI.,  oletioal  laws  improved 
under,  i.  58. 

Henry  VII.  (king  of  England),  stake  of 
the  kingdom  ait  his  accesskm,  i.  8«  — 

'  pafUam6atoaUed'br^'',iiotaservileone, 
ibid,  *— prooeediugt  for  seoaring  the 
«rown  to  his  posteinty>  9-.*-hifl  mar- 
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riage,  and  vigilance  in  guarding  the 
crown,  made  his  reign  reputable,  but 
not  tranquil,  ibid.  —  statute  of  the 
11th  of,  concerning  the  duty  of  alle- 
giance, 10. —  Blackstone's  reasoning 
upon  it  erroneous,  that  of  Hawkins 
correct,  ibid,  note*,  —  did  not  much 
increase  the  power  of  the  crown,  ibid, 
— laws  enacted  by,  over-rated  by  lord 
Bacon,  11. — -his  mode  of  taxation,  13. 

—  subsidies  being  unpopular,  he  has 
recourse  to  benevolence,  14. — and  to 
amercements  and  forfeitures,  15. — 
made  a  profit  of  all  offices,  even 
bishoprics,  ibid, — wealth  amassed  by 
him  soon  dissipated  by  his  son,  16. — 
council  court  formed  by,  existing  at 
the  fall  of  Wolsey,  52.-- not  that  of 
star-chamber,  nor  maintainable  by  his 
act,  53.  Ttote  *.  —  his  fatal  suspicion, 

54 enacts  the  branding  of  clerks 

convicted  of  felony,  57.  —  probable 
policy  of,  in  the  marriage  of  Henry 
VIII.,  60.  and  note*,  —  low  point 
of  his  authority  over  Ireland,  ii. 
519. '—confined  to  the  four  counties 
of  the  English  pale,  ibid. 

Henry  VIII.,  his  foreign  policy,  i.  16. 

—  his  profusion  and  love  of  magnifi- 
cence, ibid.  —  acts  passed  by,  to  con- 
ciliate the  discontents  excited  by  his 
father,  ibid. — extensive  subsidies  de- 
manded of  parliament  by  him,  17. — 
exaction  by,  miscalled  benevolence,  in 
1545,  19.  —  instance  of  his  ferocity 
of  temper,  26,  27.  29.  31.  —  reflec- 
tions on  his  government  and  character, 
35.  —  did  not  conciliate  his  people's 
affections,  ibid. — was  open  and  gene- 
rous, but  his  foreign  politics  not  sa- 
gacious, 36.  —  memory  revered  on 
account  of  the  Reformation,  ibid. — 
was  nnlformly  successful  in  his  wars, 
ibid.  —  as  good  a  king  as  Francis  I., 
ibid.  note. — suppresses  the  turbulence 
of  the  northern  nobility,  &c.,  52.  — 
star-chamber  in  full  power  under,  53. 
note-\.  —  his  intention  of  beheading 
certain  members  of  parliament,  54. 

—  fierce  and  lavish  effects  of  his  way- 
ward humour,  55.  —  religious  con- 
tests the  chief  support  of  his  authority, 
ibid.  —  Lollards   burnt    under,   57. 

—  controversial  answer  to  Luther, 
59.  — ability  of,  for  religious  dispute, 
ibid,  notef.  —  apparent  attachment 
of,  to  the  Romish  church,  60.  —  his 
marriage,  and  aversion  to  Catherine 
of  Aragon,  ibid,  —  time  of  his  mar- 
riage with  Anne  Boleyn,  62.  and 
note sends  an  envoy  with  his  sub- 


mission to  Borne,  ibid.  —  throws  off 
its  authority  on  receiving  the  papal 
sentence,  63. — his  previous  measures 
preparatory  to  doing  so,  64. — takes 
away  the  fiirst  fruits  from  Rome»  65. — 
becomes  supreme  head  of  the  English 
church,  66.  and  note.  —  delays  his 
separation  from  queen  Catherine,  from 
the  temper  of  the  nation,  67. — expe- 
dient oonceming  his  divorce,  68. — 
proceeds  in  the  Reformation  from 
policy  and  disposition,  69«— the  his- 
tory of  his  time  written  with  par- 
tiality, ibid,  note.— not  enriched  by 
the  revenues  of  suppressed  monas- 
teries, 74.  *~  his  alienation  of  their 
lands  beneficial  to  England,  ibid. — 
should  have  diverted  rather  than  have 
confiscated  their  revenues,  75.  •— 
doubtful  state  of  his  religioas  doc- 
trines, and  his  inconsistent  cruelty  in 
consequence,  81. — sanctions  the  prin- 
ciples of  Luther,  82.  — bad  policy  of 
his  persecutions,  ibid. — prohibits  the 
reading  of  Tindal*s  Bible,  83.  note.  — 
state  of  religion  at  his  death,  85.  — 
his  law  on  the  celibacy  of  priests,  91. 

—  his  reformed  church  most  agree- 
able to  the  English,  104.  Jtotef. — 
his  provisions  for  the  succession  to 
the  crown,  123.  —  supports  the  com- 
mons in  their  exemption  fh>m  arrest, 
269. — his  will  disposing  of  the  sac- 
cession,  289.  —  doubt  concerning  the 
signature  of  it,  290.  —  account  of  his 
death,  and  of  that  instrument,  ilnd. 
note.  —  disregarded  on  the  accessioa 

of  James,  293 institution  of  the 

council  of  the  north  by,  461. 

Henr^  IV.  (king  of  France)  opposes  the 
claim  of  Arabella  Stuart  on  the  En- 
glish crown,  L  287.  note. 

Henry  (prince  of  Wales,  son  of  James  L\ 
his  death;  suspicion  concerning  it, 
352.  note*. — design  of  marrying  him 
to  the  infanta,  355.  and  note. 

Herbert  (chief  justice),  his  judgment  in 
the  case  of  sir  Edw!ud.'l£des,  it  226. 

—  remarks  on  his  decision,  ibid. — 
reasons  of  his  resignation,  271.  note. 

Heresy,  canon  laws  against,  framed 
under  Edward  VL,  i.  101.  note. 

Hertford  (Edward  Seymour,  earl  of), 
his  private  marriage  with  lady  Grey, 
i.  127.  —  imprisonment  and  subse- 
quent story  of,  ibid,  and  note.  —  in- 
quiry iuto  the  legitimacy  of  his  issue, 
290.  and  note,  291.  and  note. —  Dug- 
dale's  account  of  it,  293.  note*. 

Hexham  abbey  interceded  for  at  the 
dissolution,  i.  76. 
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Meyle,  seijeant,  his  speech  on  the  royal 

prerogatiye,  l  269.  note, 
Heylin  (Dr.  Peter),  his  notice  of  the 

Sabhatftrian  bill,  L  399.  note.  -~  his 

conduct  towards  Prynne,  456. 
Hey  wood  (Mr.  seijeant),  extract  from 

his  Vindteation  of  Mr.  Foz*8  History, 

ii.217.  note. 
High  commission,  conrt  of,  1583,  its 

powerful  nature,  i.  200.  note.  —  act 

for  abolishing  the,  ii.  140.  and  note. 
High  and  low  churchmen,  their  origin 

and  description,  iL  337.  note.  404, 405. 
HistriomastiXf  volume  of  inyectives  so 

called,  i.  456. 
Hoadly  (Benjamin,  bishop  of  Bangor), 

attacked  by  the  convocation,  iL  408. 

—  his  principles,  ilntL 

Hobby  (sir  Philip),  recommends  the 
bishop's  revenues  being  decreased,  L 
94.  note. 

Hobby  (sir  Edward),  his  bill  concern- 
ing  the  exchequer,  i.  258. 

Holingshed  (Raphael),  his  savage  ac- 
count of  like  persecution  of  the  pa- 
pists, 1.  146.  note.  —  his  description  of 
the  miserable  state  of  Ireland,  iL  531. 

Holland  (Henry  Rich,  earl  of),  chief 
justice  in  Eyre,  L  429.  — joins  the 
king  at  Oxford,  577.  —  is  badly  re- 
ceived, ibid.  —  returns  to  the  parlia- 
ment, ibid. 

Holland,  war  with,  great  expense  of  the, 
iL  75.  —  Charles  II.  receives  large 
sums  from  France  during  the,  84.  — 
infamy  of  the,  88. 

Holies  (Denzil,  lord),  committal  and 
proceedings  against,  i.  421.  424. 

Hollis  (lord),  sincerely  patriotic  in  his 
clandestine  intercourse  with  France, 
iL  103.  and  notef. 

Holt  (chief  justice),  his  opinion  con- 
cerning the  power  of  the  commons  to 
commit,  iL  445. 

Homilies,  duty  of  non-resistance  main- 
tained in  the,  i.  415.  note. 

Hooker  (Richard),  excellence  of  his 
Eccleeiasticed  Polity,  L  214. —  cha- 
racter and  force  of  his  argument, 
215.  —  relative    perfection    of  the 

various  books,  216 imperfections 

of,  217. — justness  and  liberality  of, 
in  his  views  of  government,    218. 

—  interpolations  in  the  posthumous 
books  considered,  ibid,  and  note,  219. 

—  his  view  of  the  national  constitu- 
tion and  monarchy,  220 — 222.  — 
dangerous  view  of  the  connexion  of 
church  and  state,  221 — ^227.  note. 

Hooker,  member  for  Athenry,  extract 


from  his  Speech  in  the  Irish  parlia- 
ment, iL  533. 

Hopes  of  the  presbyterians  from  Charles 
IL,  iL  14. 

Houses  built  of  timber  forbidden  to  be 
erected  in  London  after  the  great 
fire,  iL  171. 

Howard  (Catherine),  her  execution  not 
an  act  of  tyranny,  her  licentious  habits 
probably  continued  after  marriage,  L 
33.  and  notes. 

Howard  (sir  Robert),  and  sir  R.  Temple, 
become  placemen,  iL  95. 

Howard  (lord  of  Escrick),  his  perfidy 
caused  the  deaths  of  Russdl  and 
Essex,  ii.  153. 

Howell  (James),  letters  concerning  the 
elevation  of  bishop  Juxon,  L  459.  note. 

Hubert  (Edward,  lord  of  Cherbury), 
fictitious  speeches  in  his  History  of 
Henry  VIIL,  i.  17.  noUf. 

Hagonots  of  France,  their  number,  L 
176.  note. 

Huic,  ( ),  physician  to  queen  Eliza- 
beth, accused  of  dissuading  her  from 
marrying,  i.  126.  note, 

Hume  (David),  his  estimate  of  the  value 
of  suppressed  monasteries,  L  76.  note. 
— perversion  in  his  extracts  of  par- 
liamentary speeches,  263.  note.  —  his 
erroneous  assertion  on  the  government 
of  England,  279.  note.  —  his  partial 
view  of  the  English  constitution  under 
Elixabeth,  284.  note.  —  his  account  of 
Glamorgan's  commission,  613. 

Hun  (Richard),  e£Pects  of  his  death  in 
the  Lollards'  tower,  L  58. 

Huntingdon  (George  Hastings,  earl  of), 
his  title  to  the  English  crown,  L  286. 

Hutchinson  (Mrs.),  her  beautiful  ex- 
pression of  her  husband's  feelings  at 
the  death  of  the  regicides,  iL  24. 

Hutchinson  (colonel),  died  in  confine- 
ment, ii.  66. 

Hutton  (Mr.,  justice),  his  statement 
concerning  a  benevolence  collected 
for  Elizal^th,  i.  245.  note. 

Hyde  (sir  Nicholas,  chief  justice),  his 
speech  on  the  trial  of  habeas  corpus, 
L  386. 

Hyde  and  Keeling  (chief  justices)  ex- 
ercise a  pretended  power  with  regard 
to  juries,  iL  172.  and  note*. 

Hyde,  lord  chancellor,  extract  from  his 
speech  at  the  prorogation  of  the  con- 
vention parliament,  iL  21.  note. 

Jacobite  faction,  origin  of  the,  ii.  274. 
— party  rendered  more  formidable  by 
the  famts  of  government,  416.  —  their 
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strength,  418.~-8treogth  of,  in  Scot- 
land, in  the  reigns  of  George  I.  and 
IL,  500,  601. 

Jacobites,  intrigues  of  the,  iL  383.  — 
their  disaffected  clergy  send  forth 
libels,  383.  —  decline  of  the,  415. 

Jacobitism  of  the  ministers  of  qaeen 
Anne,  ii.  388,  389.  note.  —  of  Swift, 
390.  —  its  general  decline,  501. 

James  I.  (king  of  England),  view  of 
the  English  constitution  under,  i. 
chap.  vi.  285 — 373.  —  his  quiet  acces- 
sion, notwithstanding  the  numerous 
titles  to  the  crown,  285. — his  and 
the  other  claims  considered,  285 — 

292.  and  notes Elizabeth's  intrigues 

against,  286.  note. — ^fonr  proofs  against 
his  title,  289.  — his  affection  for  here- 
ditary rii^ht,  294.  —  posture  of  Eng- 
land at  his  accession,  ibid. — his  early 
unpopularity,  295.  —  hasty  temper 
and  disregard  of  law,  296. — his  con- 
tempt for  Elizabeth,  ibid.  note.  ^-  the 
Millenary  petition  presented  to,  ibid. 
and  ruite  j.  —  his  conduct  to  the  pu- 
ritans at  the  Hampton  Court  confer- 
ence, 297.  and  notes.  — proclamation 
for  conformity,  ibid,  —  his  first  par- 
liament summoned  by  irregular  pro- 
clamation, 299.  —  employed  in  pub- 
lishing his  maxims  on  the  power  of 
princes,  300. — dispute  with,  on  the 
election  of  Fortescue  and  Goodwin, 
301. — artifice  of,  towards  the  com- 
mons on  a  subsidy,  305.  — >  discontent 
of,  at  their  proceedings,  ibid.  330. 
note.  —  his  scheme  of  an  union  with 
Scotland,  309.  and  notes. — his  change 
of  title,  311.  note.  —  continual  bicker- 
ings with  his  parliaments,  312 his 

impolitic  partiality  for  Spain,  3 13.  and 

notes,  355.  368, 369.  and  notes^  408 

duties  imposed  by,  315.  and  note. — 
defects  of  his  character,  331.  and  notes. 
—  foreign  politics  of  England  under, 
333.  —  his  treatment  of  lord  Coke, 
335.  note.  —  his  use  of  proclamations, 
337.  note.  —  his  endeavours  to  raise 
money  by  .loans,  titles,  &c.,  ibid.y  338. 
and  note.  —  dissolves  the  parliament, 
341.  and  note,  — his  letter  and  con- 
duct to  the  twelve  judges,  347. 349.  — 
his  unpopularity  increased  by  the  cir- 
cumstances of  Arabella  Stuart,  Over- 
bury,  and  Raleigh,  351 — 354.  —  his 
probable  knowledge  of  the  murder  of 
Overburv,  352.  and  note.  —  calls  a 
new  parliament,  356.  —  his  sudden 
adjournment  of  it,  363.  —  his  letter 
to  the  speaker  of  the  commons  on 


petitions  against  popery,  365.— reply 
of,  to  a  second  petition^  366.  —  ad- 
journment, dissolution,  and  proceed- 
ings against  members  of  both  hooaes, 
367,  368.  note.  — ^  libels  against,  369. 
and  note  \ — his  declaration  of  sports, 

399.  —  Opposes  the  Arminian  heresy, 

400.  and  notes.  —  suspected  of  inclina- 
tion to  the  papists,  402.  and  note,  403. 
-^  answers  cardinal  Bellarmine,  407. 

—  state  of  papists  under,  409 — 413. 
and  notes.  —  his  reign  the  most  im- 
portant in  the  constitutional  history 
of  Ireland,  ii.  535. 

James  II.  (king  of  England),  attributes 
his  return  to  popery  to  the  woi^  of 
Hooker,  L  218.  note. —  hb  schemes  of 
arbitrary  power,  iL  214.  —  issues  a 
proclamation  for  the  payment  of  cus- 
toms, ibid,  and  note.  —  hia  prqndice 
in  favour  of  the  catholic  religion,  217. 

—  his  intention  to  repeal  the  test  act, 
ibid.  —  his  remarkable  conversation 
with  Barillon,  ibid,  and  mote.  —  de- 
ceived in  the  disposition  of  his  sub- 
jects, 220 supported  by  his  bro- 
ther's party,  222.  and  note. — prorogues 
the  parliament,  224. — his  scheme  for 
subverting  the  established  religion, 

228 his  success  against  Monmouth, 

inspires  him  with  false  confidence,  231, 
232.  — rejects  the  plan  for  exdoding 
the  princess  of  Orange,  233.  —  dis- 
solves the  parliament,  233. — attempts 
to  violate  the  right  of  electors,  ibid, 

—  solicits  votes  for  repealing  the  test 
and  penal  laws,  239.  —  expels  the 
fellows  from  Magdalen  college,  240i — 
his  infatuation,  241.  —  his  impolicy, 

243.  —  received  500,000  llvres  fnia 
Louis  XIV.,  ibid.  —  his  coldness  to 
Louis  XIV.,  ibid,  —  his  uncertain 
policy  discussed,  ibid, — his  character, 

244.  and  note  *,  —  reflections  on  his 

government,  247 compared  with 

his  father,  ibid,  —  has  a  nnmeroos 
army,  250 influenced  by  his  con- 
fessor Petre,  251. — considered  an 
enemy  to  the  prince  of  Orange  and 

the  English  nation,  252 his  sudden 

flight,  ibid  —  his  return  to  London 
and  subsequent  flight,  253, 254.  Mole. 
— vote  against  him  in  the  convention, 
258. — compassion  excited  for  him  by 

historians,  271 large  proportion  oi 

the  tories  engaged  to  support  him, 
287.  — various  schemes  for  his  restor- 
ation, and  conspiracy  in  his  favour, 
291.  —  issues  a  declaration  from  St 
Germain's,  ibid,  and  note,  292.  ncie. 
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—  charged  by  Burnet  with  privity  to 
the  scheme  of  Grandval,  293.  note  f. 

—  his  commission  to  Crosby  to  seize 
the  prince  of  Orange,  294.  note,  — 
civil  offices,  courts  of  justice,  and  the 
privy  council  in  Ireland,  filled  with 
catholics  in  the  reign  of,  558. 

James  II.  (hing  of  Scotland),  statute  of, 
to  prevent  the  alienation  of  the  royal 
domains,  ii.  471. 

James  VI.  (king  of  Scotland),  his  suc- 
cess in  restraining  the  presbyterians, 
ii.  478.  —  his  aversion  to  the  Scottish 
presbytery,  48 1. — forces  on  the  people 
of  Scotland  the  five  articles  of  Perth, 
482. 

James  VII.  (king  of  Scotland),  his  reign, 
ii.  490. — his  cruelties,  491.  —  at- 
tempts to  introduce  popery,  ibid. — 
National  rejection  of  him  from  that 
kingdom,  492. 

Icon  Basilike,  account  of,  i.  649. 

Jefferies  (judge),  violence  of,  ii.  223. 

Jenkes,  committed  by  the  king  in  council 
for  a  mutinous  speech,  ii.  175. 

Jenkins  (judge),  confined  in  the  Tower 
by  the  long  parliament,  ii.  443. 

Jenner  (a  baron  of  the  exchequer),  com- 
mitted to  the  Tower  by  the  council, 
and  afterwards  to  the  custody  of  the 
Serjeant  by  the  commons,  ii.  440. 

Jermyn  (Henry,  lord),  dictatorial  style 
assumed  by  him  in  Yat  letters  to 
Charles  I.,  i.  607. 

Jesuits,  their  zeal  for  the  catholic  faith, 
i.  165.  — missionaries  of,  in  England, 
480.  and  note. 

Jewel  (John,  bishop  of^  Salisbury),  op- 
poses church  ceremonies  and  habits, 
i.  172,  173.  note,  175.  note, 

Jews  permitted  to  settle  in  England,  ii. 
14. 

Images,  destruction  of,  under  Edward 
VL,  i.  86.  and  note. 

Impeachment,  parliamentary  character 

and  instances  of,  i.  d.'}6.  358.  371 

question  on  the  king's  right  of  pardon 

in  cases  of,  ii.  113 decided  by  the 

act  of  settlement  against  tbe  king's 
,  right,  114 abatement  of,  by  disso- 
lution of  parliament,  ibid.  —  decided 
in  the  case  of  Hastings,  119. — of  com- 
mons for  treason  constitutional,  143. 

Impositions  on  merchandise  without 
consent  of  parliament,  i.  316,  317. 
and  note.  —  argument  on,  318 — 320. 
— again  disputed  in  the  house  of  com- 
mons, 340. 

Impressment,  statute  restraining,  i.  519. 

Imprisonment,  illegal,  banished  from 


the  English  constitution,  i.  234  — 
Flagrant  instances  of,  under  Eliza- 
beth, ibid.  —  remonstrances  of  the 
judges  against,  ibid. 

Incident  (transaction  in  Scotland  so 
called),  alai*m  excited  by  the,  L  543. 

Independence  of  judges,  ii.  357.  — this 
important  provision  owing  to  the  act 
of  settlement,  358. 

Independent  party  (the),  their  first  great 
victory  the  self-denying  ordinance,  i. 
699.  —  new-model  the  army,  ibid.  — 
two  essential  characters  of,  617.  and 
note  *.  —  first  bring  forward  princi- 
ples of  toleration,  621. 

Independents,  liability  of  the,  to  severe 

laws,  i.  213 origin  of  the  name, 

214.  —  emigrate  to  Holland,  ibid,  — 
and  to  America,  477. 

Influence  of  the  crown  in  both  houses 
of  parliament,  remarks  on  the,  ii. 
428. 

Innes,  father,  the  biographer  of  James 
II.,  extract  from,  ii.  238. 

Innocent  VIII.  (pope),  his  bull  for  the 
reformation  of  monasteries,  i.  72. 
note. 

Institution  of  a  Christian  Man,  1537, 
reformed  doctrines  contained  in,  by 

authority  of  Henry  VIII.,  I  82 

character  of,  ibid.  note. 

Insurgents  in  the  rebellion  of  1641, 
their  success,  ii.  551.  • — claim  the  re- 
establishment  of  the  catholic  religion, 
ibid. 

Insurrections  on  account  of  forced  loans, 

i.  21 on  the  king's  supremacy,  28. 

—  concerning  enclosures,  92. — of  sir 
Thomas  Wyatt,  &c.,  108.  note. 

Intercommuning,  letters  of,  published 
in  Scotland,  ii.  489. 

Intrigues  of  Charles  II.  with  France, 
ii.  74. 

Johnson  (Dr.  Samuel),  error  of,  with 
respect  to  lord  Shaitesbury,  ii.  328. 
note. 

Joseph  (emperor  of  Germany),  his  death, 
ii.  378. 

Ireland,  mismanagement  of  the  affairs 
of,  ii.  276.  and  note. — ancient  state  of, 
503.-— necessity  of  understanding  the 
state  of  society  at  the  time  of  Henry 
the  Second's  invasion,  ibid.  —  its  dir 
vision,  504. .—  king  o^  how  chosen, 
ibid. — ite  chieftains,  ibid. — rude  state 
of  society  there,  506.  —  state  of  the 

clergy  in,  508 ancient  government 

of,  nearly  aristocratical,  ibid.  —  its 
reduction  by  Henry  II.,  509.  ~  it| 
greatest  part  divided  ampng  tei)  S4" 
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glish  families,  510.  —  the  natiTes  of, 
expelled,  ibid,  —  English  laws  esta- 
blished in,  ibid,  —  natives  of,  claim 
protection  from  the  throne,  512.  — 
its  disorderly  state,  516. —miseries 
of  the  natives,  517. — its  hostility  to 
the  goTemment,  518. -~  its  northern 
provinces,  and  part  of  the  sonthem, 
lost  to  the  crown  of  England,  ibid. 

—  its  condact  daring  the  contest  be- 
tween the  honses  of  York  and  Lan- 
caster, 521. — royal  anthority  over  it 
revives  under  Henry  VIII.,  523. — 
raised  to  the  dignity  of  a  kmgdom, 
524. — elections  declared  illegal  in, 
533. — rising  of  the  people  to  restore 

the  catholic  worship,  536 priests 

ordered  to  qnit,  537.  —  English  laws 
established  throughout,  tftuE.— scheme 
for  perfecting  its  conquest,  538.  >^ 
Edmund  Spenser,  his  account  of  the 
state  of  Ireland,  539.  —  constitution 
of  its  parliament,  543. — its  voluntary 
contribution  for  certain  graces,  544. 

—  free  trade  to  be  admitted,  ibid.  — 
rebellion   of  1640,   549.  —  its  mis- 

g>vemment  at  all  times,  550.  —  its 
esh   partition,   555.  —  declaration 
for  .its  settlement  by  Charles  IL,  ibid, 

—  different  parties  in,  their  various 
claims,  ibid.  —  declaration  not  satis- 
factory, ibid,  —  complaints  of  the 
Irish,  556.  —  natural  bias  of  Charles 
II.  to  the  religion  of^  ibid,  —  unpopu- 
larity of  the  duke  of  Ormond  with 
the  Irish  catholics,  558. —  lord  Berk- 
ley's administration  in  1670,  ibid. — 
the  civil  offices  of,  filled  with  catholics 
in  the  reign  of  James  II.,  ibid,  — 
civil  war  of,  in  1689,  ibid,  —  treaty 
of  liimerick,  559.  —  oath  of  supre- 
macy imposed  on  the  parliament  of, 
562.  —  three  nations  and  their  reli- 
gions in,  563.  —  its  dependence  on 
the  English  parliament.  Aid,  —  rising 
spirit  of  independence  in,  567.  — 
jealousy  and  discontent  of  the  natives 
of,  against  the  English  government, 
t6tVf.  —  result  of  the  census  of  1837, 
us  showing  the  relative  numbers  be- 
belonging  to  the  different  religious 
bodies,  564.  note, 

Irish  agents  for  the  settlement  of  Ire- 
land disgust  Charles  II.,  it  536. 

Irish  catholics,  penal  laws  against,  ii.  56 1 . 

Irish  forfeitures  resumed,  ii.  314. 

Irish  lords  surrender  their  estates  to  the 
crown,  ii.  538. 

Irish  natives,  claim  the  protection  of 
the  ^rone,  ii.  512. — not  equitably 


treated  in  the  settlement  of  the  co- 
lonies, 522. — origin  of  the,  iL503. — 
their  ancient  condition,  508.  —  their 
character,  ii.  507.  —  disaffected,  their 
connexion  with  Spain,  550. 

Joyce,  seizure  of  Charles  by,  L  624. 

Judges  in  the  reign  of  Henry  VIIL, 
their  opinion  that  attainders  in  parlia- 
ment could  not  be  reversed  in  a  court 
of  law,  i.  29 of  the  court  of  star- 
chamber,  53.  and  note  *. — of  Elisa- 
beth, remonstrate  against  iU^al  im- 
prisonments, 234 privately  oonfier- 

red  with,  to  secure  their  determination 
for  the  crown,  343.  and  note, — the 
twelve  disregard  the  king^s  letten  for 

delay  of  judgment,  347,  348 their 

answers  on  the  petition  of  right,  390 
— instances  of  their  independence  in 
their  duty,  423. — their  sentiments  on 
ship-money,  435.  —  sentence  on  the 
cause  of,  441.  —  account  Strafford 
guilty,  525.  and  note, —  their  conduct 
on  the  trial  of  Vane,  iL  24.  —  in  the 
reign  of  Charles  II.  and  James  II., 
their  brutal  manners  and  gross  injus- 
tice, 123.  and  note, — Scroggs,  North, 
and  Jones,  their  conduct,  124.  and 
note, — devise  various  means  of  sub- 
jecting juries  to  their  own  direction, 
172.  —  their  general  behaviour  in- 
fiBunous  under  the  Stuarts,  357.  — 
independence  of  the,  ibid.  —  this  im- 
portant constitutional  provision  owing 
to  the  act  of  settiement,  358.  —  Pem- 
berton  and  Jones,  two  late  judges, 
summoned  by  the  commons  in  the 
case  of  Topham,  444. — Powis,  Gould, 
and  Powell,  t&eir  opinions  concerning 
the  power  of  the  commons  to  commit. 
Aid, 

Juries  governed  by  the  crown  under 
Elizabeth,  i.  233 fined  for  ver- 
dicts, i.  48.  ii.  172.— .question  of  Uie 
right  of,  to  return  a  general  Terdiet, 
174, 

Jury,  trial  by,  its  anaent  establiahment, 
L  6.  note. 

Jury,  grand,  their  celebrated  ignoramus 
on  the  indictment  against  Shaftesbury, 
ii.  146.  and  note  j. 

Justice,  open  administration  o^  the  best 
security  of  civil  liberty  in  England,  L 
232. — courts  of,  sometimes  corrupted 
and  perverted,  233,  234. 

Justices  of  the  peace  under  the  Planta- 
ganets,  their  jurisdiction,  L  7. — limit- 
tation  of  their  power,  16. 

Juxon  (Dr.  William,  bishop  of  Londim,) 
made  lord-treasurer,  L  458.  and  note. 
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— ^well  treated  in  the  parliament,  606. 
note. 

Keeling  (chief  justice),  strong  resolu- 
tions of  the  commons  against,  for 
fining  juries,  ii.  173. 

Kentish  petition  of  1701,  iL  434. 

Kerns  and  gallowglasses,  names  of  mer- 
cenary troops  in  Ireland,  ii.  509. 

KUdare  (earls  of),  their  great  influence 
in  Ireland,  iL  524. — (earl  of),  his  son 
takes  up  arms,  ibid. —  sent  prisoner  to 
London,  and  committed  to  die  Tower, 
i6uf.— ezecoted  with  five  of  his  uncles, 
ibid. 

KilUgrew  and  Delaval,  parliamentary- 
inquiry  into  their  conduct,  ii.  306. 

King,  ancient  limitations  of  his  authority 
in  England,  i.  2. — his  prerogative  of 
restraming  foreign  trade,  319.  and 
fiofet* — ecclesiastical  canons  on  the 
absolute  power  of  the,  321.  — his  au- 
thority styled  absolute,  324 — com- 
mand of  the,  cannot  sanction  an  illegal 
act,  385.  —  his  power  of  committing, 
383—^86.  and  note*,  421.  — power  of 
the,  over  the  militia  considered,  553. 
and  note. 

Sangs  of  England,  vote  of  the  commons 
against  the  ecclesiastical  prerogative 
of,  iL  90.  —  their  difficulties  in  the 
conduct  of  government,  ii.  457. — their 
comparative  power  in  politics,  ibid.  — 
of  Scotland,  always  claim  supreme 
judicial  power,  472. 

King's  Bench  (court  of),  its  order  pro- 
hibiting the  publishing  a  pamphlet,  ii. 
169 formed  an  article  of  impeach- 
ment against  Scroggs,  170. 

Knight  ( ),  proceedings  against,  by 

the  university  of  Oxford,  L  415.  and 
note. 

Knight's  service,  tenure  of^  L  547.  note. 
— statutes  amending,  548. 

Knighthood,  conferred  by  James  I.,  &c. 
to  raise  money,  i.  338.  note,  428.  and 
notes. — compulsory,  abolished,  518. 

Knollys  (sir  Francis),  friendly  to  the 
pnritans,  L  138.  note,  199. — opposed 
to  episcopacy,  209.  note,  212. 

Knox  (John),  persecuting  spirit  of, 
against  the  papists,  L  140.  note. — 
supports  the  <Ussenting  innovations  at 
Frsmkfort,  171. — his  book  against  fe- 
male monarchy,  280. — ^founder  of  the 
Scots  reformation,  particulars  of  his 
scheme  of  church  polity,  iL  475. 

Lacy,  his  conquests  in  Ireland,  IL  510. 
Lambert  (general),  leftises  the  oath  of 


allegiance  to  Cromwell,  L  676.  note. 
— ambitious  views  of,  685 a  prin- 
cipal actor  in  expelling  the  commons, 
690 — cashiered  by  parliament,  t^iU 
— his  character,  698.  —  panic  occa- 
sioned by  his  escape  from  the  Tower, 

714.  —  sent  to  Guernsey,  iL  26 

suspected  to  have  been  privately  a 
catholic,  41. 

Ijanded  proprietors,  their  indignation  at 
the  rise  of  new  men,  iL  377. 

Landowners  of  England,  became  great 
under  the  Tudors,  many  of  their 
estates  acquired  from  the  suppressed 
monasteries,  L  76. 

Land-tax,  its  origin,  iL  298.  —  its  in- 
equality, ibid. 

Lands,  ancient  English  laws  concerning 
their  alienation,  L  12.  —  crown  and 
church,  restoration  of,  ii.  7.  —  in  Ire- 
land, act  for  their  restitution,  ii.  555. 
— its  insufficiency,  557 three  thou- 
sand claimants  unjustly  cut  off  from 
any  hope  of  restitution,  ibid. 

Latimer  (Hugh,  bishop  of  Worcester), 
intercedes  for  Malvern  priory  at  the 
dissolution,  L  76.  —  zealous  speech 
of,  against  the  temporising  clergy, 
92.  notet- 

Latin  ritual,  antiquity  and  excellence 
of  the,  i.  86. 

Latitudinarian  divines,  men  most  con- 
spicuous in  their  writings  in  the  reign 
of  king  Charles  XL,  ii.  220. 

Jjand  (William,  archbishop  of  Canter- 
bury), his  assertion  concerning  bi- 
shops, L  396.  note,  465.  note.  —  high 

religious  influence  of,  i.  403.  note 

his  talents  and  character,  457.  and 
notes.  —  his  correspondence  with  lord 
Strafford,  464,  &c.,  478.  note,  503. 
and  note.  —  accused  of  prosecuting 
Prynne,  Sec,  467.  —  his  conduct  in 
the  church,  478.  — prosecution  of  the 
puritans,  ibid,  and  note.  —  procures  a 
proclamation  to  restrain  emigrants, 
476.  and  note. — cardinal's  hat  of- 
fered to,  478.  note. — charges  of  po- 
pery against,  481.  and  note,  482.  — 
union  with  the  catholics  intended  by, 
485.  —  turns  against  them,  492.  and 
note.  —  impeached  for  high  treason, 
585. — confined  in  the  Tower,  and  in 
great  indigence,  ibid,  —  particulars 
of  the  charges  against  him,  ibid.  — 
defends  himself  with  courage  and 
ability,  586.  — judges  determine  the 
charges  contain  no  legal  treason,  ibid. 
— commons  change  their  impeach- 
ment into  an  ordinance  for  his  exe- 
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cation,  Und.  —  peers  comply,  ibid.  — 
number  of  peers  present,  ibitL 

Lauderdale  (dake  of),  one  of  the  cabal, 
iL  72.  —  obliged  to  confine  himself  to 
Scotch  affairs,  93.  —  act  of  the,  re- 
specting the  order  of  king  and  council 
to  have  the  force  of  law  in  Scotland, 
487.  —  his  tyranny,  488. 

Law  (the  ecclesiastical),  reformed,  i.  100 
— 102.  and  notes,  —  less  a  security  for 
the  civil  liberty  of  England  than  the 
open  administration  of  justice,  282. — 
its  ordinances  for  regulating  the  press, 
239. 

Laws  against  theft,  seTcrity  of^  i.  7.  — 
of  England  no  alteration  of  ever  at- 
tempt^ without  the  consent  of  par- 
liament, 277.  —  not  enacted  by  kings 
of  England  without  the  advice  of  their 
great  council,  2. 277.  —  penal,  exten- 
sion of  the,  ii.  450.  and  note.  —  their 
gradual  progress  and  severity,  451. 
—  have  excited  little  attention  as 
they  passed  through  the  houses  of 
parliament,  ibid.  —  several  passed  in 
England  to  bind  Ireland,  566. 

Lawyers,  their  jealous  dislike  of  the 
ecclesiastical  courts,  L  211 Whit- 
gift's  censure  of,  212.  note.  —  dislike 
of,  by  archbishop  Laud,  and  the  earl 
of  Strafford,  465. 

Layer  ( ),  accuses  several  peers  of 

conspiring  in  Atterbury's    plot,  iL 
414.  note. 

Leeds  (Henry  Osbom,  duke  of),  in  the 
Stuart  interest,  ii.  388.  note. 

XiCicester  (Robert  Dudley,  earl  of),  a 
suitor  for  the  hand  of  Elizabeth,  i. 
123. — Cecil's  arguments  against  him, 
ibid.  note.  —  assumes  an  interest  in 
the  queen,  124.  —  connection  with, 
broken  off,  ibid. — combines  with  the 
catholic  peers  against  Cecil,  126.  note. 

Leicester  (Robert  Sidney,  earl  of ), arch- 
bishop Laud's  dislike  to,  i.  484.  note. 

Iicighton  (Alexander),  prosecution  of, 
by  the  court  of  star-chamber,  i.  455. 

Leinster,  rebellion  of  two  septs  in,  leads 
to  a  reduction  of  their  districts,  now 
called  King's  and  Queen's  counties, 
iL  525. 

Lent,  proclamations  of  Elizabeth  for  ob- 
serving of,  i.  238.  and  note.  —  statutes 
and  proclamations  for  the  observance 
of,  398.  note.  —  licences  for  eating 
flesh  in,  ibid. 

Licrey,  (bishop  of  Ross,  ambassador  of 
Mary  queen  of  Scots),  his  answer 
concerning  Elizabeth,  L  147.  note. 

J^slie,  remarks  on  his  writings,  ii.  340. 


note.  —  author  of  The  Rehearsal,  a 
periodical  paper  in  &voiir  of  the 
Jacobites,  883. 

L'Estrange  (sir  Roger)  bumness  of  li- 
censing books  intmsted  to  him,  iL 
169. 

Lethington  (Maitland  ofX  his  arga- 
ments  on  the  title  of  Ifary  Stuart  to 
the  English  crown,  L  131.  and  iietfie. 
—  his  account  of  the  death  and  will 
of  Henry  VIII.,  289.  and  note. 

Levellers,  and  various  sects,  clamorous 
for  the  king's  death,  L  641. — favour- 
ably spoken  of  by  Mrs.  Hntchinsoo, 
658.  note. 

Levies  of  1524-5,  letters  on  the  diffi- 
culty of  raising,  L  18.  note. 

Libel  (law  of),  indefinite,  iL  330.  — 
fidsebood  not  essential  to  the  law  of, 
331.  and  Hole. — Powell's  definition 
of  a  libel  in  the  case  of  the  seven 
bishops,  332.  note.  —  settled  by  Mr. 
Fox's  libel  bill  in  1792,  333. 

Libels  published  by  the  puritans,  L  204. 
and  notee.  —  against  James  I.,  369. 
and  note. 

Liberty  of  the  subject,  comparative  view 
of  the,  in  England  and  France  in  the 
reign  of  Henry  VIIL,  i.  21.  —  civil, 
its  securities  in  England,  239.  —  of 
conscience,  declaration  for,  iL  235.  — 
its  motive,  ibid.  —  observations  c»  its 
effects,  ibid.  236.  —  similar  to  that 
published  in  Scotland,  ibid.  —  of  the 
press,  329.  —  particulars  relating  to 
the,  330. 

Licences  granted  fbr  eating  flesh  in 
Lent,  L  398.  note. 

Lioensiog  acts,  ii.  168 act,  particolars 

relating  to  the,  329,  330. 

Lichfield  (bishopric  of),  despoiled  in 
the  reformation,  i.  94. 

Limerick,  treaty  o^  iL  559. — its  articlei, 
560. 

Lincoln  (Theophilns  Clinton,  earl  of  X 
refuses  to  take  the  covenant,  and  is 
excluded  firom  the  house  of  peers,  L 
588.  note. 

Lingard  (Dr.  John),  artifice  of,  in  re- 
gard to  the  history  of  Anne  Boleyn,  L 
31.  note. — his  insinuation  with  regard 
to  Catherine  Howard  and  lady  Roch- 
ford,  33.  note.  —  his  notice  of  the  bill 
on  the  papal  supremacy,  68.  mote.  — 
his  estimate  of  the  value  of  suppressed 
monasteries,  76.  iiole.  —  his  observa- 
tions on  the  canon  laws,  and  on  Cran- 
mer,  101.  note.  —  his  extenuations  of 
queen  Mary's  conduct,  104.  noU. 

Litany,  translated  in  1542,  L  86.  note. 
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litlletQsi  (lord  keeper),  carries  away 
the  great  seal,  L  581. 

litargy,  chiefly  translated  from  the 
Latin  service  book,  i.  86.  and  note,  — 
prayers  for  the  departed  first  kept  in, 
88.  —  taken  oat  on  its  first  revisal, 
iind. — amendments  of  the  English, 
nnder  Elisabeth,  108.  and  note. — 

statute  defending,  110 revised,  iL 

837.  —  the,  established,  the  distin- 
guishing marks  of  the  Anglican 
chnrcb,  339. 

Llandaff  (bishopric  of),  despoiled  in 
the  reformation,  i.  94. 

Loan  on  property  in  1524-25,  raised  by 
cardinal  Wolsey,  i.  18 — ^22.  and  notea, 

—  remitted  to  Henry  VIL  by  parlia- 
ment, 23.  —  to  Elizabeth,  not  quite 
voluntary,  nor  without  intimidation, 
244.  and  note.  — always  repaid,  ibid. 

—  solicited  under  James  1,  337. — 
demanded  by  Charles  L,  and  conduct 
of  the  people  on  it,  381,  382.  and 
note, —  committal  and  trial  of  several 

refusing  to  contribute,  383 their 

demand  of  a  habeas  corpus,  ibid.  — 
their  right  to  it  debated  and  denied, 
384 — 386. 

Lollards,  the  origin  of  the  Protestant 
church  of  England,  L  57.  —  their  re- 
appearance and  character  before  Lu- 
ther, 58. 

London  Ghuette,  amusing  extract  from, 
iL  137.  note. 

London,  levies  on  the  city  of^  i.  18 — 25. 
— citizens  of^  inclined  to  the  reform- 
ation, 68.  —  increase  of,  prohibited 
by  proclamation,  237.  —  tumultuous 
assemblies  of,  resigned  to  martial 
law,  241 remonstrates  against  pay- 
ing ship-money,  431. — proclamation 
against  buildings  near,  443.  and  note. 
— proposed  improvements  in,  444. — 
lands  in  Derry,  granted  to,  ibid.  — 
— offer  of,  to  erect  the  king  a  palace 
in  lieu  of  a  fine,  &c,  446.  note,  — 
corporation  of,  information  against 
the,  and  forfeiture  of  their  charter, 
ii  146. — purchases  the  continued  en- 
jo3rment  of  its  estates  at  the  expense 
of  its  municipal  independence,  151. 

Long  (Thomas),  member  for  Westbury, 
pays  4L  to  the  mayor,  &c,  for  his 
return  in  1571,  i.  267. 

Long  parliament  summoned,  L  511.  — 
different  political  views  of  the,  513.  — 
its  measures  of  reform,  514 — 516.  — 
made  but  little  change  from  the  con- 
stitution under  the  Plantagenets,  516. 

—  errors  of  the,  521—530.  -^  bill  of; 


enacting  their  not  being  dissolved 
against  their  own  consent,  ibid.  530. 
and  note. 

Lord-lieutenant,  institution  of  the  ofiice 
of,  I  552. 

Lords  Portland,  Oxford,  Somers,  and 
Halifax,  impeached  on  account  of  the 
treaties  of  partition,  ii.  310. 

Lords,  singularity  of  their  sentence  pro- 
nounced upon  Anne  Boleyn,  i.  31. 
note.  —  house  of,  cold  reception  of  the 
articles  on  religious  reform  prepared 
by  the  commons,  2  lO.—disagreements 
of  the  house  of  commons  with  the, 
276.  note,  — impeachment  of  Lord  La- 
timer at  the  bar  of  the,  357. — sentence 
of  the,  on  Mompesson,  358.  — object 
to  titles  assumed  by  the  commons, 
360.  note.  —  unable  to  withstand  the 
inroads  of  democracy,  650.  —  reject  a 
vote  of  the  commons,  65 1 . — amotion  to 
take  into  consideration  the  settlement 
of  the  government  on  the  death  of  the 
king,  ibid. — their  messengers  refused 
admittance  b^  the  commons,  652.  — 
retain  their  titles,  ibid,  —  CromwelUs 
description  of,  677.  —  embarrassing 
question  concerning  the  eligibility  of 
peers,  714.  —  commons  desire  a  con- 
ference with  the,  715.  and  note, — 
receive  a  letter  from  Charles  IL,  716. 
— declare  the  government  ought  to  be 
in  the  king,  lords,  and  commons,  ibid. 

—  vote  to  exclude  all  who  signed  the 
death-warrant  of  Charles  L  from  act 
of  indemnity,  ii.  3.  and  note.  —  in  the 
case  of  lord  Danby,  not  wrong  in  re- 
fusing to  commit.  111.  and  note, — 
inquiry  of  the,  in  cases  of  appeals,.l  1 6. 

—  their  judicial  power  historically 
traced,  181. — make  orders  on  private 
petitions  of  an  original  nature,  183.  — 
antiquity  of  their  ultimate  jurisdic- 
tion, ibid.  —  pretensions  of  the,  about 
the  time  of  the  restoration,  184.  — 
their  conduct  in  the  case  of  Skinner 
and  the  East  India  Company,  186.  — 
state  of,  under  the  Tudors  and  Stu- 
arts, 198.  —  numbers  from  1454  to 
1661,  ibid, — and  of  the  spiritual  lords, 
195.  —  every  peer  of  ftill  age  entitled 
to  his  writ  of  summons,  196.  —  privi- 
lege of  voting  by  proxy,  originally  by 
special  permission  of  the  king,  ibid. 

—  proceedings  of  the,  in  the  conven- 
tion of  1688,  258.  —  dispute  with, 
about  Aylesbury  election,  437. — spiri- 
tual, in  Scotland,  choose  the  temporal 
to  the  number  of  eight,  484. 

Lord's  supper,  controversies  and  four 
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theories  on  the,  i.  89 — ^91.  — modern 
Romish  doctrines  on  the,  92.  note. 

Loudon  (Dr. ),  his  violent  proceed- 
ings towards  the  monasteries,  i.  70. 
note. 

Louis  XIV.,  his  object  in  the  secret 
treaty  with  Charles  IL,  ii.  80.  — mu- 
tual distrust  between  them,  83. — 
secret  connexions  formed  by  the  lead- 
ers of  opposition  with,  99.  note,  —  his 
motives  for  the  same,  100.  and  note,  — 
secret  treaties  with  Charles,  105. — 
mistrusts  Charles's  inclinations,  and 
refuses  him  the  pension  stipulated  for 
in  the  private  treaty,  106. — connexion 
between  Charles  II.,  and,  broken  off, 
164.  —  his  views  in  regard  to  Spain 
dangerous  to  the  liberties  of  Europe, 
300.  —  makes  overtures  for  negotia- 
tions, 375.  and  notes. — exhausted  state 

of  his  country,  379 acknowledges 

the  son  of  James  II.  as  king  of  Eng- 
land, 358. 

Love  (Christopher),  executed  for  a  con- 
spiracy, i.  654 —  efiPects  of  his  trial 
and  execuiton,  ibid,  and  note  *. 

Luders  (Mr.),  observations  in  his  report 
of  election  cases,  ii.  208.  note, 

Ludlow  (general),  and  Algernon  Sid- 
ney, project  an  insurrection,  ii.  66. 

Lundy  (colonel),  inquiry  into  his  con- 
duct, ii.  306. 

Luther  (Martin),  his  doctrines  similar 
to  those  of  Wicfiffe,  i.  57.  —  treatise 
of,  answered  by  Henry  VIII.,  59.  — 
his  rude  reply  and  subsequent  letter 
to  the  king,  60.  and  note. — his  allow- 
ance of  double  marriages,  68.  note.  — 
his  doctrine  of  consubstantiation,  90. 
—  rejects  the  belief  of  Zuingle,  91. 

Lutherans  of  Germany,  less  disposed 
than  the  catholics  to  the  divorce  of 
Henry  VIII.,  i.  68.  and  note, 

M*Crie  (Dr.),  his  misconception  of  a 

passage    in   Hooker's    Ecclesiastical 

Polity,  i.  220.  note, 
Macdiarmid  (John),  his  Lives  of  British 

Statesmen,  i.  460.  note, 
Macdonalds,  their  massacre  in  Glencoe, 

ii.  496.  and  note, 
Mackenzie  (sir  George),  account  of  his 

Jus  Regium,  ii.  162. 
Macpherson  (John),  extract  from  his 

Collection  of  State  Papers,  ii.  287. 

note, 
Madox  (Dr. ,  bishop  of  Worcester), 

his  Answer  to  Neal's  History  of  the 

Puritans,  i.  206.  note. 
Magdalen  college,  Oxford,  expulsion  of 


the  fellows  fW>m,  ii.  240. — man  said 
in  the  chapel  of,  ibid. 

Magistrates  under  Elizabeth  inclined  to 
popery,  i.  143.  note. 

Mainwaring  ( ),  his  assertion  of 

kingly  power,  i.  417. 

lialt,  miposition  set  upon,  L  362.  noie. 

Malvern  priory  intenseded  for  at  the 
dissolution,  i.  75. 

Manchester  (Edward  Montagu,  earl  of), 
suspected  of  being  reluctant  to  com- 
plete the  triumph  of  the  parliament  in 
the  contest  with  Charles  I.,  i.  598. 

Mann,  sir  Horace,  notice  of  his  Letters 
from  Florence,  ii.  419.  note. 

Maritime  glory  of  England  first  traced 
fh>m  the  commonwealth,  i.  716. 

Markham  (chief  justice),  his  speech  on 
the  trial  of  habeas  corpus,  i.  385. 

Marlborough  (John,  earl  of),  and  Sid- 
ney (earl  of  Godolphin),  Fenwick's 
discoveries  obliged  them  to  break  off 
their  course  of  perfidy,  u.  296. 

Marlborough  (Jolm,  duke  of),  abandons 
the  cause  of  the  revolution,  iL  S88. 
note,  —  his  whole  life  frauffht  with 
meanness  and  treachery,  ibta.  — pre- 
serves a  secret  connexion  with  the 
courtof  James,  383. — extreme  selfish- 
ness and  treachery  of  his  character, 
384. 

Marlborough  (Sarah,  duchess  of),  her 
influence  over  queen  Anne,  iL  37 1. 

Marriages,  ordered  to  be  solemnixed  be- 
fore justices  of  the  peace,  L  661. 

Martial  law,  origin,  benefits,  and  evils 

of,  i.  239 instances  of  its  use,  240, 

241. — ordered  under  Charles  I.,  389. 
note, — restrained  by  the  petition  of 
right,  390 — 392. 

Martin  Mar-prelate,  puritan  libels  so 
called,  i.  205.  and  notes. 

Martyr  (Peter),  assists  the  reformation 
in  England,  i.  91.  —  and  in  drawing 
up  the  forty-two  articles,  97.  note.  — 
objected  to  the  English  vestments  of 
priests,  102. 

Martyrs  under  queen  Mary,  their  num- 
ber considered,  i.  104.  note. 

Mary  (princess),  unnatural  and  uiqust 
proceedings  in  regard  to,  i.  33.  — de- 
nied the  enjoyment  of  the  privileges 
of  her  own  religion,  85. 95. 

Mary  (queen  of  EnglandX  restores  the 

Latin  liturgy,  i.  41 married  clergy 

expelled,  imd. — averse  to  encroach  on 
the  privileges  of  the  people,  ibid.  — 
her  arbitrary  measures  attributed  to 
her  counsellors,  ibid. — duty  on  foreign 
doth  without  assent  of  parliament. 
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ihid.  —  torture  more  frequent  than  in 
all  former  ages,  42. — unprecedented 
act  of  tyranny,  Und.  —  sends  a  knight 
to  the  Tower  for  his  conduct  in  par- 
liament, 55, — her  re-establishment  of 
popery  pleasing  to  a  large  portion  of 

the  nation,  102 protestant  services 

to,  103. — her  unpopularity,  ibid, — 
her  marriage  with  Philip  of  Spain 
disliked,  104. — cruelty  of  her  reli- 
gion productive  of  aversion  to  it,  105. 
— and  of  many  becoming  protestants, 
106.  —  her  dislike  of  Elizabeth,  and 
desire  of  changing  the  succession,  108. 
note.  — origin  of  the  high  commission 
court  under,  201.  note.  — use  of  mar- 
tial law  by,  289.  —  Knox's  attack  on 
her  government,  and  Aylmer's  de- 
fence ot,  280.  —  imposes  duties  on 
merchandise  without  consent  of  par- 
liament, 316. 

Mary  (queen  of  William  III.),  letters 
of,  published  by  Dalrymple,  ii  288. 
note» 

Mary  Stnart  (queen  of  Scots),  her  prior 
right  to  the  throne  of  England,  i. 
123.  — her  malevolent  letter  to  Eliza- 
beth, 125.  notef.  —  her  offensive  and 
peculiar  manner  of  bearing  her  arms, 
130.  and  note.  — her  claim  to  the  En- 
glish throne,  U>id*  —  Elizabeth  in- 
trigues against,  though  not  unfavour- 
able to  her  succession,  131.  note.  — 
her  difficulties  in  Scotland,  and  im- 
prudent conduct,  ibid.  —  Elizabeth's 
treatment  of,  considered,  ibid.  132.  — 
strength  of  her  party  claim  to  Eng- 
land, ibid. — ^her  attachment  to  popery, 
and  intent  of  restoring  it,  ibid,  and 
note.  —  combination  in  &vour  o^  133. 
— statute  against  her  supporters,  and 
allusion  to  herself,  137.  and  note. — 
bill  against  her  succession  considered, 
138.  —  her  succession  feared  by  the 
puritans,  139.  and  note,  —  in  confine- 
ment, and  her  son  educated  a  protest- 
ant, 143.  — her  deliverance  designed 
by  the  catholics,  154. — her  corre- 
spondence regularly  intercepted,  155. 
— statute  intended  to  procure  her  ex- 
clusion, 156.  —  her  danger  from  the 
common  people,  157. — reflections  on 
her  trial,  imprisonment,  death,  and 
guilt,  ibid. —  her  regal  title  and  privi- 
leges examined,  159. 

Masham  (lady),  in  the  interest  of  pre- 
tender, ii.  888. 

Mass  (service  of  the),  not  tolerated  in 
Germany  and  England,  L  95.  —  per- 
formance of  the,  interdicted  by  the  act 


of  uniformity,  113.  —  secretly  per- 
mitted, ibid.  — instances  of  severity 
against  catholics  for  hearing,  ibid.  — 
penalty  for,  and  imprisonments,  pro- 
bably illegal,  ibid,  note. 

Massacre  of  the  Scots  and  English,  in 
Ulster,  ii.  551. 

Massachusetts  bay,  granted  by  charter, 
i.  476. 

Massey,  a  catholic,  collated  to  the 
deanery  of  Christ  church,  ii.  229.  and 
note. 

Matthews' s  Bible^  1537,  Coverdale's  so 
called,  i.  83. — notes  against  popery 
in,  ibid,  note, 

Maximilian,  his  religious  toleration  in 
Germany,  i.  119.  note.  —  said  to  have 
leagued  against  the  protestant  faith, 
137.  and  note, 

Mayart  (seijeant),  his  treatise  in  answer 
to  lord  Bolton,  ii.  566. 

Mayne  ( ),    persecution    of,    for 

popery,  i.  145. 

Mazure  (F.  A.  J.),  extracts  iVom  his 
Histoire  de  la  RiodutUm,  relating  to 
James  II.  and  the  prince  of  Orange, 
ii.  235.  notes, — to  the  vassalage  of 
James  II.  to  Louis  XIV.,  244.  note. 
— another  extract  concerning  James 
IL's  order  to  Crosby  to  seize  the 
prince  of  Orange,  294.  note. — his  ac- 
count of  the  secret  negotiations  be- 
tween lord  Tyrconnel  and  the  French 
agent  Bonrepos,  for  the  separation 
of  England  and  Ireland,  559.  note  f . 

Melancthon  (Philip),  his  permission  of 
a  concubine  to  the  landgrave  of  Hesse, 
i.  68.  note.  — allowed  of  a  limited 
episcopacy,  99.  —  declared  his  appro- 
bation of  the  death  of  Servetus,  1 22. 
luste. 

Melville  ^Andrew),  and  the  general 
assembly  of  Scotland,  restrain  the 
bishops,  ii.  477. — some  of  the  bishops 
submit,  ibid.' — he  is  summoned  be- 
fore the  council  for  seditious  lan- 
guage, 478 — flies  to  England,  ibid. 

Members  of  parliament,  free  from  per- 
sonal arrest,  i.  302,  303.  ii.  433. 

Merchants,  petition  on  grievances  ft-om 
Spain,  L  315.  and  note.  —  petition 
against  arbitrary  duties  on  goods, 
ibid. 

Merchandise,  impositions  on,  not  to  be 
levied  but  by  parliament,  i.  316.  — 
book  of  rates  on,  published,  318. 
Michele  (Venetian  ambassador),  his 
slander  of  the  English,  i.  104.  note. — 
states  that  Elizabeth  was  suspected  of 
protestantism,  109.  note. 
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Michell  ( ),  committed  to  the  Tover 

by  the  house  of  commons,  i.  356. 

Middlesex  (Lionel  Cranfield,  earl  of), 
his  parliamentary  impeachment,  i, 
371,  372.  and  note f. 

Military  force  in  England,  historical 
view  of,  i.  547 — 553.  and  Ttotes. 

Military  excesses  committed  by  Maurice 
and  Goring's  armies,  i.  597.  aud  notes, 
by  the  Scotch,  598. 

Military  power,  the  two  effectual  secu- 
rities against,  ii.  313. — always  subor- 
dinate to  the  civil,  426. 

Militia,  dispute  on  the  question  of,  be- 
tween Charles  I.  and  the  parliament, 
i.  546.  and  note,  553,  554.  —  its  ori- 
gin, ii.  425. — considered  as  a  means 
of  recruiting  the  army,  ibid,  —  esta- 
blished in  Scotland,  488. 

Millenary  petition,  treatment  of,  by 
James  I.,  i.  296.  and  note. 

Ministers  of  the  crown,  responsibility  of, 
ii.  108.  397.  note.  —  necessity  of  their 
presence  in  parliament,  353. 

Ministers,  mechanics  admitted  to  bene- 
fices in  England,  L  183. — early  pres- 
bjterian,  of  Scotland,  were  eloquent, 
learned,  and  zealous  in  the  cause  of 
the  reformation,  ii.  478.  —  their  in- 
fluence ov^er  the  people,  ibid, —  inter- 
fere with  the  civil  policy,  479. 

Mist's  Journal,  the  printer  Mist  com- 
mitted to  Newgate  by  the  commons 
for  libel  in,  ii.  441. 

Mitchell,  confessing  upon  promise  of 
pardon,  executed  in  Scotland  at  the 
instance  of  archbishop  Sharp,  ii.  472. 

Molyneux,  his  celebrated  "  Case  of  Ire" 
land's  being  bound  by  acts  of  parliO' 
ment  in  England  stated,"  ii.  566. — 
resolutions  of  the  house  of  commons 
against  his  book,  ibid, 

Mompesson  (sir  Giles),  his  patents  ques- 
tioned, i.  356. 

Monarchy  of  England  limited,  i.  2.  — 
erroneously  asserted  to  have  been  ab- 
solute, 276,  277. 

Monarchy  established,  tendency  of  the 
English  government  towards,  firom 
Henry  VI.  to  Henry  VIII.,  i.  46.  — 
not  attributable  to  military  force,  ibid, 
—  abolished,  650.  —  extraordinary 
change  in  our,  at  the  revolution,  ii. 
263.  and  note,  —  absolute  power  of, 
defined,  453. 

Monasteries,  their  corruptions  exposed 
by  the  visitations  of,  i.  70.  —  resig- 
nation and  suppression  of,  71. — pa|MBd 
bull  for  reforming,  ibid.  note.  —  act 
reciting  their  vices,  72.  note.  —  feel- 


ings and  effects  of  their  sappresoon, 
73.  —  might  lawAilly  and  wisely  have 
been  abolished,  74.  —  several  inter- 
ceded for  at  the  dissolution,  75 

evils  of  their  indiscriminate  destruc- 
tion, 76.  —  immense  wealth  procured 
by  their  suppression,  ibid,  and  noCe. 
— how  bestowed  and  distributed,  77. 

and  note  * alms  of  the,  erroneously 

supposed  to  support  the  poor,  79.  — 
in  Ireland,  in  the  7th  and  sih.  cen- 
turies, learning  preserved  by,  ii. 
504. 

Monastic  orders  averse  to  the  reforma- 
tion, L  69. — their  possessions  great, 
but  unequal,  ibid,  and  noie, — evils  of^ 
in  the  reign  of  Henry  VIIL,  70.  — 
reformed  and  suppressed  by  Wolsey, 
ibid,  and  note.  —  visitations  of  the 
truly  reported,  71. — protestant  his- 
torians in  favour  of,  note.  —  pensions 
given  to  the,  on  their  suppression,  73. 
note. 

Money-bills,  privilege  of  the  commons 
concerning,  L  276. — ancient  mode  of 
proceeding  in,  discussed,  iL  192. 

Monk  (general  George),  his  strong  at- 
tachment to  Cromwell,  i.  698 his 

advice  to  Richard  Cromwell,  699. — 
observations  on  his  conduct,  ibid,  and 
notes.  — takes  up  his  quarters  in  Lon- 
don, 701.  — his  first  tender  of  service 
to  the  king,  702.— can  hardly  be  said 
to  have  restored  Charles  II.,  but  did 
not  oppose  him  so  long  as  he  mi^lit 
have  done,  703.  note.  — not  secure  of 
the  army,  704.  — represses  a  matinoos 
spirit,  and  writes  to  the  gentry  of 
Devon,  ibid,  note.  —  his  slowness  in 

declaring  for  Charles,  705 urges 

the  most  rigid  limitations  to  the  mo- 
narchy, 707.  —  suggests  the  sending 
the  king's  letter  to  the  two  houses  of 
parliament,  708.  — his  character,  717. 
—  advises  the  exclusion  of  only  four 
regicides  from  the  act  of  indemnity, 
ii.  3. 

Monks,  pensions  given  to,  on  their  sup- 
pression, i.  73.  and  noie. 

Monmouth  (James,  duke  of),  remark  on 
the  death  of,  ii  223.  and  Ttoie. 

Monmouth's  rebellion,  numbers  exe- 
cuted for,  ii.  232.  note. 

Monmouth  (town),  right  of  election  ex- 
tended to,  ii.  203. 

Monopolies,  nature  oi)  i.  261. — victo- 
rious debate  on,  in  the  house  of  com- 
mons, 262 — parliamentary  proceed- 
ings against,  356 — 359. 

Montagu    (abbe),    committed   by  the 
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commons  for  publiBhing  a  book,  ii. 
440. 

Montana  (Dr.  Richard,  bishop  of  Chi- 
chester), his  Roman  catholic  tenets,  i. 

481 his  intrigues  vith  Panzani, 

487—489. 

Montagu  (lord),  his  speech  in  the  hoase 
of  lords  against  the  statute  for  the 

queen*s   power,  i.   116.  and  note 

brings  a  troop  of  horse  to  Elizabeth  at 
Tilbury,  162.  and  note, 

Monteagle  (lord),  his  suit  with  the  earl 
of  Hertford,  L  292.  and  itote^. 

Montreuil,  his  opinion  on  the  plan  of 
flight  contemplated  by  Charles  I.,  i. 
601.  note. — negotiation  of,  i.  607.  and 
note. 

Mordaunt  (lord),  charges  against,  ii.  71. 

More  (sir  Thomas),  opposes  the  granting 
a  subsidy  to  Henry  VII.,  L  14.  note. 
—  his  conduct  upon  another  motion 

for  a  large  grant,  17 apology  for 

his  proceedings  against  Wolsey,  22. — 
beheaded  for  denying  the  king's  eccle- 
siastical supremacy,  28. — inclined  to 
the  divorce  of  Henry  VIII.,  66.  and 
note. 

Morgan  (Thomas),  his  letter  to  Mary 
Stuart,  L  159.  note*. 

Morice  ( ,  attorney  of  the  court  of 

wards),  attacks  the  oath,  ex  officio^  i. 
212.  —  his  motion  on  ecclesiastical 
abuses,  260.  —  his  imprisonment  and 
letter,  ibid. 

Mortmain,  effect  of  the  statutes  of,  on 
the  clergy,  i.  69. 

Morton  (John,  archbishop  of  Canter- 
bury), his  mode  of  soliciting  benevo- 
lences, called  "  Morton's  fork,"  i.  14. 
— his  charge  against  the  abbey  of  St. 
Alban's,  72.  note. 

Mortuaries,  fees  of  the  clergy  on,  limited, 
i.  64. 

Mountnorris  (lord),  conduct  of  lord 
Strafford  to,  i.  463.  and  notes. 

Moyle  (Walter),  his  Argument  against  a 
standing  Army,  ii.  302.  note. 

Murderers  and  robbers  deprived  of  the 
benefit  of  clergy,  i.  58. — the  question 
of  pardons  to,  considered,  ii.  269. 
note. 

Murray  (William),  employed  by  king 
Charles  to  sound  the  parliamentary 
leaders,  i.  606. 

Murray  (Mr.  Alexander),  arbitrary  pro- 
ceedings of  the  commons  against  him, 
ii.  439. — causes  himself  to  be  brought 
by  habeas  corpus  before  the  king's 
bench,  445. 

Mutiny  bill  passed,  iL  313. 


Naseby,  defeat  of  Charles  I.  at,  1.  601. 
—  consequences  of,  i6id. 

Nation,  state  of  the,  proposition  for  an 
inquiry  into  the,  ii.  309. 

National  antipathy  to  the  French  not  so 
great  before  the  reign  of  Charles  II.,   , 
ii.  73. 

National  debt  at  the  death  of  William 
III.,  ii.  297.  note.—^rapid  increase  of 
the,  377. 

Nations,  three,  and  three  religions,  in 
Ireland,  ii.  563. 

Naval  transactions  in  the  reign  of  Wil- 
liam III.,  ii.  190. 

Navy  of  Charles  I.,  reasons  for  increas- 
ing, i.  431. 

Neal  ( Daniel),  his  History  of  the  Puritans 
and  Answer  to  Bishop  Madox,  i.  207. 
note statement  of  the  puritan  con- 
troversy under  Elizabeth,  ilnd. 

Netherlands,  Charles  I.  negotiates  with 
the  disaffected  in  the,  i.  432. 

Neville  (sir  Henry),  his  memorial  to 
James  I.  on  summoning  a  parliament, 
i.  339. 

Newark,  charter  granted  to,  enabling  it 
to  return  two  members,  ii.  204. 

Newbury,  battle  of,  its  consequences  to 
the  prevailing  party,  i  580. 

Newport,  treaty  of,  i.  634.  —  observa- 
tions on  the,  635.  and  note. 

News,  to  publish  any,  without  authority, 
determined  by  the  judges  in  1680  to 
be  illegal,  ii.  170.  and  note. 

Newspapers,  their  great  circulation  in 
the  reign  of  Anne,  ii.  460.  —  stamp 
duty  laid  on,  ibid. 

Ney  le  (Dr.  Richard,  bishop  of  Lichfield), 
proceedings  of  the  house  of  commons 
against,  i.  340. 

Nicholas  (Henry),  a  fanatic  leader,  i. 
122.  note*. 

Nicolas,  sir  Harris,  notice  of  his  "  Pro- 
ceedings and  Ordinances  of  the  Privy 
Council  of  England,"  i.  52.  note. 

Nimeguen,  treaty  of,  hasty  signature  of 
the,  ii.  107. 

Nine,  council  of,  i.  678.  and  note. 

Noailles  (ambassador  in  England  from 
Henry  II.  of  France),  his  conduct 
secures  the  national  independence,  i . 
45.  note.  —  unpopularity  of  queen 
Mary  reported  by,  103. — his  account 
of  her  persecutions,  106.  note. 
Noailles  (marshal  de),  extract  from  his 
memoirs  relating  to  Philip  of  Anjou, 
ii.  376.  note. 
Nobility,  pliant  during  the  reign  of 
Henry  VIII.,  i.  46.  —  responsible  for 
various  illegal  and  sanguinary  acts. 
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ibid,  —  of  the  Dorth,  repressed  by 
Henry  VIIL  and  the  coart  of  star- 
chamber,  53. — why  inclined  to  the 
reformation,  68.  ^of  England,  be- 
come great  under  the  Tudors,  de- 
riving their  estates  from  the  sup- 
pressed monasteries,  78.  —  averse  to 
the  bill  against  the  celibacy  of  priests, 
92.  -^  and  to  the  reformation,  ihieL — 
such  advanced  into  power  under 
Mary,  103. — censored,  &c  for  reli- 
gion under  that  queen,  ibid,  and 
note* — combination  of  the  catholic, 
for  Mary  Stuart,  131. 
Non-conformists,  protestant,  laws  of  Eli- 
zabeth respecting,  i  ch.  iv.  170 — 228. 

—  summoned  and  suspended  by  arch- 
bishop Parker,  181.  —  number  of,  in 
the  clergy,  183.  note,  —  deprived  by 
archbishop  Whitgift,  198.  and  note, 

—  increased  under  Elizabeth,  225.  — 
remarks  on  acts  against,  ii.  48. — 
avail  themselves  of  the  toleration  held 
out  by  James  IL,  237. 

Non -jurors,  schism  of  the,  its  beginning, 
ii.  272.  -^  send  forth  numerous  libel* 
lous  pamphlets,  308. 

Non-resistance  preached  by  the  clergy, 
and  enforced  in  the  Homilies,  L  415. 
and  note. 

Norfolk  (Thomas  Howard,  duke  of),  his 
letter  to  Wolsey  on  the  grant  of  1525, 
i.  18.  note.  —  letter  of  the  council 
to,  during  the  rebellion,  28.  note. — 
combines  with  the  catholic  peers 
against  Cecil,  128.  note^. 

Norfolk  (John,  lord  Howard,  duke  of), 
confidential  minister  of  Henry  VIII., 
ruined  by  the  influence  of  the  two 
Seymours  ;  execution  prevented  by 
the  death  of  Henry,  1.  30.  —  con- 
tinued in  prison  during  Edward's 
reign,  and  is  restored  under  Mary, 
ibid.  —  prevails  on  Henry  VIII.  to 
prohibit  the  English  Scriptures,  83. 
note.  —  a  supporter  of  the  popish 
party,  84.  —  in  prison  at  the  death  of 
Henry  VIII.,  ibid. — proposed  union 
of,  with  Mary  Stuart,  133.  —  charac- 
ter, treason,  and  trial  of,  ibi€L 

Norfolk,  county  of,  assists  to  place  Mary 
on  the  throne,  and  suffers  greatly  from 
persecution,  i.  103.  and  note-\.  —  par- 
liamentary inquiry  into  the  returns 
for,  274. 

Norman  families,  great  number  of,  settle 
in  Scotland,  and  become  the  founders 
of  its  aristocracy,  ii.  466. 

North  of  England,  slow  progress  of  the 
reformation  in,  L  92 council   of  | 


the,  its  institntioQ  and  power,  461. — 
act  for  abolishing,  518.  and  note. 

North  (chief  justice),  proclamation 
drawn  up  by,  against  petitions,  iL  188. 

North  and  Rich  (sherifb),  illegally  put 
into  office,  ii.  155. 

Northampton  (Henry  Howard*  earl  of  X 
declines  to  forward  the  merchants* 
petitions  against  Spain,  i.  314. 

Northampton,  payment  of  ship-mooey 
complained  of  in,  i.  504.  note  | . 

Northumberland  (Algernon  Percy,  earl 
of),  his  connexion  with  the  gunpowder 
conspiracy,  L  405.  note..— and  others, 
take  measures  against  a  standing 
army,  IL  78. 

Norton  (Mr.),  his  defence  of  the  bill 
against  non-resident  burgesses,  i.  266. 

Nottingham  (Daniel  Finch,  earl  of), 
holds  offices  of  trust  under  William 
III.,  ii.  276.  —  unites  with  the  whigs 
against  the  treaty  of  peace,  412. 

Nowell  (Alexander),  parliamentary  in- 
quiry into  his  election,  L  274. 

Noy  (William),  discovers  an  early  tax 
imposed  for  shipping,  i.  430. 

"  Nuisance,"  introduction  of  this  word 
into  the  Irish  bill,  iL  226.  note. 

Oath,  called  ex  officio,  in  the  high  com- 
mission court,  i.  201 attacked  in 

the  house  of  commons,  242.  —  ad- 
ministered to  papists  under  James  L, 

406 to  the  clergy,   1640,  533 

of  abjuration,  iL  358. 

October  club,  generally  Jacobites,  iL 
386. 

(Ecolampadius  (John),  his  doctrines  on 
the  Lord's  supper,  i.  90. 

Offices,  new,  created  at  unreasonable 
salaries,  as  bribes  to  members  of  par- 
liament, iL  358. 

Officers  of  the  crown,  undue  power 
exerted  bv,  L  3. 

0*Nei],  attainted  in  the  parliament  of 
1569,  and  his  land  forfeited  to  the 
crown,  iL  539. 

Onslow  (speaker),  his  assertion  of  the 
property  of  the  subject,  i.  278. 

Opposition  to  the  court  of  Charles  IL, 
iL  28. 

0*Quiglcy  (Patrick),  his  case  compared 
with  Ashton*s,  iL  324. 

Orange  (William,  prince  of  X  declares 
against  the  plan  of  restrictions,  iL 
135.  —  remarks  on  his  conduct  be- 
fore the  revolution,  231.  —  derived 
great  benefit  from  the  rebellion  of 
Monmouth,  233.  —  overtures  of  the 
malcontents  to,  235. — receives 
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anees  of  attacbment  from  men  of 
rank  in  England,  246.  —  invitation 
to  him,  ibta,  and  note.  —  his  de- 
sign of  fonning  an  alliance  against 
Louis  XIV.,  250. — requested  to  take 
the  administration  of  the  government 

of  England  upon   himself    258 

vote  of  the  convention,  declaring  him 
and  the  princess  of  Orange  king  and 
queen  of  Eugland,  262. 

Ordinance,  a  severe  one  of  Cromwell, 
11. 13. 

Ordinance,  self-denjing,  judiciously 
conceived,  i.  599.  and  notes. 

Origin  of  the  present  regular  army,  ii. 
12. 

Orkney  (countess  of),  receives  large 
grants  from  William  III.,  ii.  305. 

Orleans  (duchess  of),  sister  of  Charles 
II.),  her  famous  journey  to  Dover, 
11.  82. 

Orleans  (duke  of),  favours  the  pre- 
tender, ii.  404.  note, 

Ormond  (duke  of),  engaged  in  the  in- 
terests of  the  pretender,  iL  386.  and 
note  f .  —  his  unpopularity  irith  the 
Irish  catholics,  558. 

Ormond  (James  Butler,  marquis  of), 
sent  to  England  by  Charles  IL,  i. 
693. 

Orrery  (Roger  Boyle,  earl  of),  a  ca- 
tholic, ii.  85. 

Overbury  (sir  Thomas),  his  murder,  i. 
351.  —  examination  of,  352.  note. 

Oxford  (university  of),  measure  adopted 
to  procure  its  judgment  in  favour  of 
Henry  the  Eighth's  divorce,  i.  67.  — 
attached  to  popery,  183.  and  note.  — 
proceedings  on  doctrine  of  non-re- 
sistance, 415. — decree  of  the,  against 
pernicious  books,  ii.  163.  —  opposes 
the  measures  of  James  IL,  240.  — 
tainted  with  Jacobite  prejudices,  413. 
and  note. 

Oxford,  short  parliament  held  at,  in 
March,  1681,  ii.  143. 

Oxford  (John  de  Vere,  earl  of),  fined 
for  his  retainers,  i  15.  —  censured  by 
queen  Mary's  council  for  his  religion, 
104.  note. 

Oxford  (Robert  Harley,  earl  of),  sends 
abbe  Ganltier  to  marshal  Berwick  to 

treat  of  the  restoration,  ii.  384 

promises  to  send  a  plan  for  carrying 
it  into  effect,  385 account  of  pam- 
phlets written  on  his  side,  386.  note. 
— hated  by  both  parties,  393.  —  im- 
peached of  high  treason,  395.  —  com- 
mitted to  the  Tower,  396. — impeach- 
ment against  him  abandoned,  ibitL  and 


note.  —  his  speech  when  the  articles 
were  brought  up,  397. 

Paget  (William,*  first  lord),  his  remark 
on  the  doubtflil  state  of  religion  in 
England,  L  93.  note.  —  advises  the 
sending  for  German  troops  to  quell 
commotions,  ibid.  —  his  lands  in- 
creased by  the  bishopric  of  Lichfield, 
94. 

Palatinate,  negotiation  of  Charles  I.  for 
its  restoration,  L  432. 

Palatine  jurisdiction  of  some  counties 
under  the  Plantagenets,  L  7. 

Pale,  old  English  of  the,  ill  disposed  to 
embrace  the  reformed  religion  in  Ire- 
land, iL  533.  —  deputation  sent  from 
Ireland  to  England,  in  the  name  of 
all  the  subjects  of  the,  535.  —  dele- 
gates from,  committed  to  the  Tower, 
536.  and  note. 

Palgrave,  Sir  Francis,  notice  of  his 
**  flssay  upon  the  Original  Authority 
of  the  King's  Council,"  L  52.  note. 

Pamphlets,  account  of  some  in  the  reign 
of  Charles  and  James  IL,  ii.  334. 
note,  —  and  political  tracts,  their  cha- 
racter and  influence  on  the  public 
mind  at  the  commencement  of  the 
last  century,  ii.  460. 

Panzani,  a  priest,  ambassador  to  Charles 

L,  L  478 his  report  to  the  pope  of 

papists  in  England,  487.  note. 

Papists  proceeded  against  for  hearing 
mass,  i.  113.  — tracts  and  papers  to 
recall  the  people  of  England  to  their 
faith,  115.  and  note. 

Papists  of  England,  the  emperor  Ferdi- 
nand's intercession  for,  L  118.  —  sub- 
sequent persecution  of,  1 19 — 122.  and 
notes,  —  attended  the  English  church, 
120.  ~  combinations  of,  under  Eliza- 
beth, 132.  —  more  rigorously  treated, 
and  emigration  of,  140.  note.  — their 
strength  and  encouragement  under 
Elizabeth,  143.  —  emissaries  from 
abroad,  numbers  and  traitorous  pur- 
poses of,  144.  —  executed  for  their 
religion  under  Elizabeth,  145.  — 
concealment  of  their  treacherous 
purposes,  148. — lord  Burleigh's  pro- 
visions against,  in  the  oath  of  su- 
premacy, 151, 152. — his  opinion  that 
they  were  not  reduced  by  persecu- 
tion, but  severity  against,  productive 
of  hypocrites,  ibid.  —  petition  against 
the  banishment  of  priests,  154.  — 
heavy  penalties  on,  155.  and  note.  — 
the  queen's  death  contemplated  by, 
ibid.  —  become  disaffected  to  Eliza- 
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beth,  ibid.  noie»  —  excellent  conduct 
of,  at  the  Spanish  inrasion,  156.  note. 

162.  —  depressed  state  of,  ibitL  — 
continued  persecution  of,  between 
1588  and  1603,  162.  and  note.  — 
statote  restricting  their  residence, 
ibid.  —  executed  for  safety  of  the 
goremment,  and  not  their  religion, 

163.  — their  simple  belief  construed 
into  treason,  ibid. — ^the  nature  of  their 

reason  considered,  164.  note pro* 

portion  of,  in  England,  under  Elisa- 
beth, 176.  note.  —  excluded  fyom  the 
house  of  commons,  189.  —  treatment 
of,  under  James  I.,  404 — 413.  and 
notes. — state  and  indulgence  of,  under 
Charles  I.,  414.,  and  note,  478.— in- 
clined to  support  the  king,  479.  and 
n&te*  -^  report  of,  in  England,  by 
Panzani,  487.  note.  —  contribotions 
raised  by  the  gentry,  503. 

Parker  (Matthew),  made  archbishop  of 
Canterbury,  i.  1 10.  note.  —  his  liberal 
treatment  of  bishop  Tunstall,  118. 
note.  —  his  consecration  admitted, 
t^M^.  note.  -~  his  aentenoe  against  lady 
Grey,  128. —  his  advice  against  Mary 
queen  of  Seots,  139.  —  speech  of, 
against  the  papists,  141.— defends 
the  church  liturgy  and  ceremonies, 
175.  177.  180.  185.  and  note.  — Eli- 
sabeth's coarse  treatment  of  his  wife, 
174.  note*.  —  his  order  for  th«  dis- 
eipline  of  the  clergy,  179.  note^--- 
summons  non-oonformiats,  ISO.  — 
orders  certificates  of  the  clergy,  182. 
tiote.  —  discussion  of  church  autho- 
rity with  Mr.  Wentworth,  191.  — 
prosecutes  the  puritans,  192. «- sup- 
presses their  "  prophesy  ings,*'  196. — 
defends  the  title  of  bishops,  223. 
note*. 

Parker  (Samuel,  bishop  of  Oxford),  ac- 
count of  his  History  of  his  Own  Timet 
ii.  87.  note. 

Parliament,  the  present  constitution  of, 
recognised  in  the  reign  of  Edward 
II.,  i.  3,  —  of  Henry  VIL  secure  the 
crown  to  his  posterity,  8.  -^  anxious 
for  his  union  with  Elizabeth  of  York, 
9.  — power  of  the  privy  council  over 
the  members  of,  53.  —  struggles  of, 
against  the  crown,  55.  —  complaint  of 
the  house  of  commons  against  Fisher, 
64.  —  divorce  of  Henry  VIIL  brought 
before  the  houses  of,  65.  —  addresses 
of,  moved  for  Henry  VIII.  to  receive 
back  queen  Catherine,  67. —  influence 
of  the  crown  over,  263.  —  statutes 
for  holding,  515.  and  note. — enormous 


extension  of  Its  privileges,  559.  and 
note  *. — few  acts  of  justice,  humaEnitTx 
generosity,  or  of  wisdom  from,  mam- 
fested  by,  from  their  quarrel  with  the 
king  to  tbeir  expulsion,  571. — defi- 
cient in  military  Ibroe,  573.-— ofibv 
terms  of  peace  to  Charles  L  at  New- 
castle, 604. — deficient  in  political  cou- 
rage, 624. — eleven  members  chai^ged 
with  treason,  625.  — 'duration  6C  pro- 
posed, 629.  — has  no  means  to  with- 
stand the  power  of  CromrweU,  654.  — 
is  strongly  attached  to  the  established 
church,  659.  —  new  one  called  de- 
cidedly royalist,  iL  22.  ->—  its  tinplft- 
cable  resentment  against  the  sectaries, 
43.  -^  session  o^  held  at  Oxfintl  hi 
1665,  48.  -^tendency  of  long  sessions 
to  form  opposition  in,  53w  —  supplies 
granted  by,  otdy  to  be  expended  for 
specific  oi()eets,  54. — strenuous  op- 
position miade  by,  to  Charles  IL  sod 
the  duke  of  York,  84.  —  convention 
dissolved,  286.  —  its  spirit  of  inquiry 
after  the  revolution,  306w  —  ananal 
assembly  o^  rendered  necessary,  312. 
—  its  members  influenced  by  Iwibes, 
352.  —  its  rights  out  of  danger  since 
the  revolution,  354.  — influence  over 
it  by  places  and  pensions,  437.  —  its 
practice  to  repress  disorderly  beha- 
viour, 429.  —  assumed  the  power  of 
incapacttatioa,  43a  -^  debates  in,  ac- 
count of  their  first  publication,  461. 
— their  great  importance^  462.  — seat 
in,  neoessary  qualification  for,  465. 

Parliament  of  1685,  remarks  on  its  be- 
haviour, ii.  215. 

Parliament  (conventionX  accosed  of 
abandoning  public  liberty  at  the  re- 
storation, l710 — pass  several  bills 
of  importance,  il  2. 

Parliament  (long),  called  back  by  the 
council  of  officers,  L  616.  —  expelled 
again,  ibid.  —  of  seventeen  years'  da- 
ration  dissolved,  ii.  126.  andiio^ef. — 
long  prorogation  of,  137. 

Parliiunents,  probable  effect  of  Wolsey's 
measures  for  raising  supplies  without 
their  intervention,  L  20.  —  bill  for 
triennial,  iL  311.  —  for  septennial, 
398. 

Parliament  of  Scotland,  its  model  near^ 
the  same  as  that  of  the  Anglo-Norman 
sovereigns,  iL  466.  —  its  mode  of  con- 
vocation, 467. — ^law  enacted  by  James 
I.  relating  to,  468.  —  royal  boroughs 
in  the  fifteenth  centunr,  469 —  its 
legislative  authority  higher  than  that 
of  England,  472.  —  summoned  at  his 
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succession  hj  James  IL,  acknowledges 
the  king's  absolate  power,  491. 

Parliament  of  Ireland,  similar  to  an 
English  one,  iL  516. — its  constitu- 
tation,  543. — meet  in  1634 ;  its  desire 
to  insist  on  the  confirmation  of  the 
graces,  546.  —  opposition  in  the,  to 
tiie  crown,  561.  —  in  1661,  only  one 
catholic  returned  to,  562. 

Parliament  of  the  new  protestant  nation 
of  Ireland  always  whig,  ii.  565. 

Parliamentary  party  (old),  assemble  to 
take  measures  against  a  standing 
army,  ii.  78. 

Parliamentary  privilege,  observations 
respecting,  iL  449.  note. 

Parry  (Dr.  William),  executed  for  a  plot 

against  Elizabeth,  L  155 account 

of  him,  ibid.  note. 

Parry  (Dr.),  committal  and  expulsion 
of,  by  parliament,  i.  273. 

Parry  (Thomas),  his  letter  concerning 
the  papists  under  James  I.,  i.  404. 
note. 

Parsons  (Sir  William),  and  Sir  John 
Borlase  (lords  justices),  succeed  lord 
Strafford  in  the  government  of  Ire- 
land, ii  551. 

Partition  treaty,  earl  of  Portland  and 
lord  Somers  the  only  ministers  proved 
to  be  concerned  in  the,  ii.  350. 

Party  (moderate),  endeavour  to  bring 
about  a  pacification  with  Charles,  i. 
571.  —  negotiation  with  the  king, 
broken  off  by  the  action  at  Brent- 
ford, 573.  —  three  peers  of  the,  go 
over  to  the  king,  577. 

Passive  obedience  (doctrine  of),  passed 
from  the  Homilies  into  the  statutes, 

ii.  28 remarks  on  the  doctrine  of, 

159. 

Paul  IV.  (pope),  his  arrogant  reply  to 
the  message  of  Elizabeth,  i.  109.  and 
note,  114. 

Paulet  (sir  Amias),  his  honourable  and 
humane  conduct  to  Mary  Stuart,  i. 

159.  jtotet- 

Peacham  (Rev. ),  prosecution  of, 

for  a  libellous  sermon,  i.  342. 

Pearce  (Dr.  Zachary,  bishop  of  Roches- 
ter), his  right  to  a  seat  in  parliament 
after  resigning  his  see,  i.  73.  note  t> 

Peasantry  of  England  under  the  Plan- 
tagenets,  i.  5. 

Peers  of  England,  under  the  Plantage- 
nets,  a  small  body,  i.  5.  —  their  pri- 
vileges not  considerable,  ibid.  —  dis- 
ordered state  of,  under  Henr}-  VI.  and 
Edward  IV.,  10 authority  and  in- 
fluence of  abbots,  &c.  in  the  house  of. 


70 — freedom  of  the,  from  the  oath 
of  supremacy,  116.  —  their  interfer- 
ence with  elections  opposed,  267.  — 
proceedings  of  James  I.  against,  for 
conduct-in  parliament,  368.  and  note. 
—  not  of  the  council  could  not  sit  in 
the  star-chamber,  448.  note. 

Peerage  of  England,  probably  supported 
the  commons  against  the  crown,  i. 
54. 

Peerages,  several  conferred  on  old  Irish 
families,  ii.  524. 

Peerage  bill,  particulars  of  the,  ii.  400. 

Pelhams  (the),  resign  their  offices,  and 
oblige  George  II.  to  give  up  Lord 
Granville,  iL  458. 

Pemberton  (sir  Francis,  chief  justice), 
unfair  in  all  trials  relating  to  popery, 
iL  124.  —  his  conduct  on  the  trial  of 
lord  Russell,  154. 

Pembroke  (William  Herbert,  earl  of), 
peers*  proxies  held  by,  L  378.  note, 

Pembroke  (Philip  Herbert,  earl  of), 
sits  in  the  house  of  commons,  L 
652. 

Penal  statutes,  power  of  the  orown  to 
dispense  with,  iL  89.  —  severity  of 
the,  91. — laws  enforced  against  some 
unfortunate  priests,  140.  —  against 
catholics  in  Ireland,  560. 

Penruddock  enters  Salisbury,  and  seizes 
the  judge  and  sheriff,  L  668.  and 
note. 

Penry  (John,  Martin  Mar-prelate), 
tried  and  executed  for  libels  against 
queen  Elizabeth,  &c.,  L  205.  and 
note,  232. 

Pensioners,  during  the  pleasure  of  the 
crown,  excluded  from  the  commons, 
iL  357. 

Pepys  (Samuel),  his  Diary,  .cited  con- 
cerning Lent,  L  398.  note.  —  extract 
from,  concerning  money  expended  by 
Charles  II.,  ii.  57.  note. 

Permanent  military  force,  national  re- 
pugnance to,  iL421.  —  its  number 
during  the  administration  of  sir  Ro- 
bert Walpole,  422.  (See  Army,  and 
Standing  Army.) 

Perrott  (sir  John),  his  justice  in  the 
government  of  Ireland,  iL  532. — falls 
a  sacrifice  to  court  intrigpae,  ibid. 

Persecution,  religious,  greater  under 
Charles  IL  than  during  the  common- 
wealth, ii.  52. 

Persons  (father),  his  book  on  the  suc- 
cession to  the  English  crown,  i.  285. 
note.  —  his  Leicester's  Commontoecdih, 
ibid. 

Petition  of  right,  its  nature  and  pro- 
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ceedings  in,  L  316 — 389.  and  notes, 
421. 

Petition  and  advice,  particolan  of  the, 
i  676.  —  impowers  Cromwell  to  ap- 
point a  snccessor,  683. 

Petitions,  law  relating  to,  iL  26.  —  for 
the  meeting  of  parliament  checked  by 
a  proclamation  of  Charles  II.,  drawn 
np  by  chief  justice  North,  138.  —  in- 
terfering with  the  prerogative  repug- 
nant to  the  ancient  principles  of  our 
monarchy,  139. 

Petre  (father),  with  a  few  catholics, 
takes  the  management  of  affiiirs  un- 
der James  II.,  ii.  230  and  note  f 

James  II. 's  intention  of  conferring 
the  archbishopric  of  York  on,  241. 
and  note. 

Petty  (sir  William),  his  account  of  the 
lands  forfeited  and  restored  in  Ireland, 
ii.  557.  note. 

Philip  II.  (king  of  Spain),  his  tempta- 
tion to  the  English  to  dethrone  Eli- 
zabeth, i.  286.  note. 

Philopater  (Andreas  Persons),  his  ac- 
count of  the  confederacy  against  Cecil, 
i.  128.  note. — justifies  deposing  a  he- 
retic sovereign,  147.  note. 

Pickering  (lord-keeper),  his  message  to 
the  house  of  commons,  i.  259. 

Pierrepoint  (Henry,  lord),  hopes  to  settle 
the  nation  under  Richard  Cromwell, 
i.  684.  —  his  aversion  to  the  recall  of 
Charles  II.,  706. 

Pitt  (William,  earl  of  Chatham),  the 
inconsistency  of  his  political  conduct, 
ii.  459. 

Pius  IV.  (pope),  his  embassy  to  Elisa- 
beth, i.  1 14 moderation  of  his  go- 
vernment, ibid.  —  falsely  accused  of 
sanctioning  tbe  murder  of  Elizabeth, 
115.  note§. 

Pius  y.  (pope),  his  bull  deposing  Eli- 
zabeth, i.  32.  —  most  injurious  to  its 

own  party,  137 his  bull  explained 

by  Gregory  XIII.,  147. 

Place  bill  of  1743,  ii.  427.  and  note  f. 

Plague  in  1665,  ii.  73. 

Plan  for  setting  aside  Mary,  princess 
of  Orange,  at  the  period  of  the  revo- 
lution, ii.  233.  and  note. 

Plantagenets,  state  of  the  kingdom  un- 
der the,  i.  4 — 8.  —  privileges  of  the 
nation  under  the,  4.  —  violence  used 
by  their  officers  of  the  crown,  5.  — 
inconsiderable  privileges  of  the  peers, 
gentry,  and  yeomanry,  ibid.  —  their 
courts  of  law,  7.  —  constitution  of 
England  under  the,  283.  520.  —  con- 


duct of,  with  regard  to  the  govern- 
ment of  Ireland,  ii.  521. 

Plays  and  interludes,  satirising  the 
clergy,  L  85.  —  suppression  of  plays 
reflecting  on  the  conduct  of  the  king, 
L  369.  note. 

Pleading  their  nature  and  process 
explained,  i.  6.  note. 

Plonket  (titular  archbishop  of  Dublin), 
executed,  ii.  148.  and  note  t-  — sacri* 
ficed  to  the  wicked  policy  of  the  cooit, 
ibid. 

Pluralities,  the  greatest  abase  of  the 
church,  i.  210.  and  note. — bill  for  re- 
straining, 211. 

Pole  (cardinal  Reginald),  actively  em- 
ployed by  the  pope  in  fomenting  re- 
bellion in  England,  L  29.  and  note.  — 
procures  the  pope's  confirmation  of 

grants  of  abbey  lands,  104 eon- 

spiracy  of  his  nephew  against  queen 
Elizabeth,  115.  and  note  §. 

Polity  of  England  at  the  accession  of 
Henry  VII.,  i.  2. 

Political  writings,  their  influence,  ii. 
460. 

Poor,  the,  erroneously  supposed  to  have 
been  maintained  by  the  alms  of  mo- 
nasteries, i.  80.  —  statutes  for  their 
provision,  ibid,  and  note. 

Pope,  his  authority  in  England,  bow 
taken  away,  i.  64 — 68.  —  his  right  of 
deposing  sovereigns,  147. 

Popery  preferred  by  the  higher  ranks 
in  England,  L  103. — becomes  dis- 
liked under  queen  Mary,  105. 

Popish  plot,  great  natioiuil  delusion  of 
the,  ii.  119. 

Popular  party,  in  the  reign  of  Charles 
II.,  its  connexion  with  France,  ii. 
99. 

Population,  state  o^  under  the  Planta- 
genets, i.  8.  and  note. 

Portland  (William  Bentinck,  earl  of), 
receives  large  grants  ttova.  William 
III.,  ii.  305. 

Pound  (Mr.),  sentenced  by  the  star- 
chamber,  i.  452.  note. 

Power,  despotic,  no  statutes  so  effectnal 
against  as  the  vigilance  of  the  people, 
ii.  459. 

Poyning*s  Law,  or  Statute  of  Droghcda^ 
provisions  of,  ii.  522.  —  its  most  mo- 
mentous article,  523.  —  bill  for  sos- 
pending,  533.  —  attempts  to  procure 
its  repeal,  566. 

Predestination,  canon  law  against,  under 
Edward  VI.,  i.  101.  note. — dispute 
on,  400—402.  and  notes. 
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Prerogative,  confined  oature  of  the  royal, 
L  2.  —  strengthened  by  Henry  VII., 
10.  —  undue  assumption  of,  on  the 
dissolution  of  parliament,  by  Charles 
I.,  413.  —  of  a  catholic  king,  act  for 
limiting  the,  ii  132.  — of  the  kings 
of  England  in  granting  dispensations, 
225. 

Prejudices  against  the  house  of  HanoTer, 
ii.  416. 

Presbyterians,  their  attempt  to  set  up 

^  a  gOTcmment  of  their  own,  L  207. 

—  erroneous  use  of  Scripture  by, 
215.  —  consider  the  treaty  of  New- 
port as  a  proper  basis  for  the  settle- 
ment of  the  kingdom,  711. — deceiyed 
by  the  king,  ii.  33.  —  remarks  on 
Charles  IL's  conduct  to,  42.  —  im- 
plore his  dispensation  for  their  non- 
conformity, 44. 

Presbyterian  party,  supported  by  the  city 
of  London,  i.  619. — regain  their  as- 
cendancy, 634.  —  ministry  solicit  a 
revision  of  the  liturgy,  ii.  18. — clergy 
of  Scotland,  their  power  and  attempts 
at  independence,  475. — restrained  by 
James  VI.,  479.  — intermeddle  again 
with  public  affairs,  480.— church,  its 
obstinacy,  498. 

Presbyterian  discipline  of  the  Scottish 
church  restored,  ii.  483. 

Presence,  the  real,  zeal  of  Henry  VIIL 
in  defending,  i.  81.  —  principal  theo- 
ries concerning  the,  89 — ^92.  and  notu, 

—  only  two  doctrines  in  reality,  91. 
note,  —  believed  in  England  in  the 
seventeenth  century,  481.  and  note. 

Press,  liberty  of  the,  ii.  330,  331.  note. 

Pretender  (James  Stuart,  the),  acknow- 
ledged king  of  England  by  France, 
and  attaint^  of  high  treason  by  par- 
liament, it  358.  —  has  friends  in  the 
tory  government,  386.  and  note,^^ 
lands  in  Scotland,  and  meets  with 
great  success,  394. — ^invades  England, 
395.  —  the  king  of  Sweden  leagues 
with,  for  his  restoration,  403.  and 
note.  —  becomes  master  of  Scotland, 
and  advances  to  the  centre  of  Eng- 
land, 415.  — rebellion  of  1745  con- 
clusive against  the  possibility  of  his 
restoration,  ibid,  and  note,  — deserted 
by  own  party,  417.  —  insulted  by 
France,  418. 

Priests,  antiquity  and  evils  of  their  celi- 
bacy, i.  9 1 .  note  f. — catholic,  resigned 
or  deprived  under  Elizabeth,  111. — 
pensions  granted  to,  ibid,  note  f .  — 
Romish,  persecution  for  harbouring 
and  supporting,  120.  —  the  most  es- 


sential part  of  the  Romish  ritual,  121. 
— secret  travels  and  deceitful  labours 
of,  ibid, — unite  with  sectarians,  122. 

—  ordered  to  depart  from  England, 
unless  'they  acknowledge  the  queen's 
allegiance,  166. 

Priests  and  Jesuits,  intrigues  of,  agaiost 
Elizabeth,  L  137.  —  statute  against, 
ibid. 

Priests  (popish  seminary),  executed 
under  Elizabeth,  i.  145.  —  Lord  Bur- 
leigh's justification  of  their  persecu- 
tion, 148.  — ordered  to  quit  the  king- 
dom, 152. 

Priests  (Romish),  in  Ireland,  engage  in 
a  conspiracy  with  the  court  of  Spain, 
ii.  536. — ordered  to  quit  Ireland  by 
proclamation,  537. 

Prince  of  Wales  (son  of  James  II.), 
suspicions  attending  the  birth  of,  un- 
founded, ii.  246.  and  note. 

Principles  of  toleration  fully  established, 
ii.  413. 

Printing,  bill  for  the  regulation  of,  ii. 
167. 

Printing  and  bookselling  regulated  by 
proclamations,  i.  238.  and  notes. 

Priors,  pensions  given  to,  on  their  sup- 
pression, i.  73.  note. 

Prisoners  of  war  made  amenable  to  the 
laws  of  England,  L  160. 

Privilege,  br^ich  of,  members  of  parlia- 
ment committed  for,  ii.  429.^ — ^punish- 
ment of,  extended  to  strangers,  430. 

—  never  so  frequent  as  in  the  reign 
of  WiUiam  IIL,  432. 

Privilege  of  parliament,  discussed,  ii. 
189.  —  not  controllable  by  courts  of 
law,  437.  —  important  the  power  of 
committing  all  who  disobey  its  orders 
to  attend  as  witnesses,  439. — danger 
of  stretching  too  far,  446.  and  note.  — 
uncontrollable,  draws  with  it  unlimited 
power  of  punishment,  470.  and  note. 

Privy  council,  illegal  jurisdiction  exer- 
cised by  the,  L  45.  —  the  principal 
grievance  under  the  Tudors,  ibid,  — 
Its  probable  connexion  with  the  court 
of  star-chamber,  51. — authority  of 
the,  over  parliament,  ibid,  —  illegal 
commitments  of  the,  under  Elizabeth, 
234.  —  power  of  its  proclamations 
considered,  236. — all  matters  of  state 
formerly  resolved  in,  348.  note.  —  its 
power  of  imprisoning,  383.  and  note, 
— commission  for  enabling  it  to  inter- 
fere with  courts  of  justice,  428.  note  *. 

—  without  power  to  tax  the  realm, 
439. — of  Ireland,  filled  with  catholics 
by  James  II.,  ii.  558. 
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Privy-seal,  letter  of,  for  borrowing  mo- 
ney, i.  244.  and  notes^  381. 

Proceeding  against  Shaftesbury  and 
College,  ii.  145.  and  note. 

Proclamation  of  Henry  VII.,  controlling 
the  subject's  right  of  doing  all  things 
not  unlawful,  i.  6.  —  of  the  sovereign 
in  council,  authority  attached  to,  236. 
unwarranted  power  of  some  of  those 
under  Elizabeth,  236 — 238. — of  mar- 
tial law  against  libels,  &o.,  241.  —  of 
James  I.  for  conformity,  297.  —  for 
summoning  his  first  parliament,  298. — 
house  of  commons,  complaint  against, 
326.  — debate  of  judges,  &c.  on,  335. 

—  illegality  of,  t^ifilL  and  note, — issued 
under  Charles  I.,  443. 

Projects  of  lord  William  Bussell  and 

colonel  Sidney,  ii.  152. 
Prophesyings,    religious    exercises   so 

called,  i.  196.  —  suppression  of,  197. 

—  tolerated  by  some  prelates,  ibid. 
Propositions    (the    nineteen),    offered 

to  Charles  L  at  York,  i.  556.  and 
note. 

Protestants,  origin  of  the  name,  i.  95. 
note. — number  of,  executed  under 
queen  Mary,  106.  note.  —  increased 
by  her  persecution,  ibid.  —  never  ap- 
proved of  religious  persecution,  122. 
note.  —  faith,  league  of  the  catholic 
princes  against  the,  136.  note. — origin 
of  the  differences  between,  170. — 
emigration  of,  to  Germany,  171. — 
dislike  of,  to  the  English  liturgy  and 
ceremonies,  172^-175.  and  note. — 
proportion  of,  in  England  under  Eli- 
zabeth, 175.  note. — favour  Arabella 
Stuart's  claim  on  the  crown,  287. 
note.  —  dissenters,  bill  to  relieve,  lost 
off  the  table  of  the  house  of  com- 
mons, ii.  335. — succession  in  danger, 
384.  notes.  —  church  established  by 
Elizabeth  in  Ireland,  527.  —  many  of 
the  wealthier  families  conform  to  the, 
663. 

Protestantism,  dissolution  of  the  monas- 
teries essential  to  its  establishment, 
i.  74. — strengthened  by  the  distribu- 
tion of  their  revenues,  &c.,  79. — slow 
progress  of,  in  the  north  of  England, 
92. 

Protestation  of  the  house  of  commons 
against  adjournment  in  1621,  i.  367. 

Prynne  (William),  prosecution  of,  by 
the  star-chamber,  i.  456. 

Pulteney  (Mr.),  his  remark  on  the 
standing  army,  ii.  423. 

Purgatory  (doctrine  of),  abolished  by 
the  reformers,  i.  87. 


Puritans  address  Elizabeth  against  the 
queen  of  Scots,  L  138.  —  laws  of  Eli- 
zabeth respecting*  L  chap.  iv.  170 — 
228. —  rapid  increase  of^  under  Elisa- 
beth, 178. — begin  to  form  conventicles, 
181.  —  advised  not  to  separate,  ibui. 
note.  —  first  instance  of  their  prose- 
cution, 182. — supporters  and  opposers 
of,  in  the  church  and  state,  ibid.  — 
their  opposition  to  civil  authority  in 
the  church,  185.  —  not  all  opposed  to 
the  royal  supremacy^  186.  and  note. 

—  predominance  of,  under  £I]izabeth, 
187.  and  note.  —  prosecuted  by  the 
prelates,  191 — partly  supported  bj 
the  privy  council,  194.  —  tolerated  to 
preserve  the  protestant  religion,  196. 

—  deprived  by  archbishop  Whitgift, 
199.  and  note.  — lord  Burleigh  favour^ 
able  to,  201. — libels  pubHshed  by, 
205.  and  notes  — ^their  church  goveni- 
ment  set  up,  207. — dangeroos  extoit 
of  their  doctrines,  208.  —  their  senti- 
ments on  civil  government,  ibid.  — 
severe  statute  against^  213.  —  state 
of  their  controversy  with  the  church 
under  Elizabeth^  214.  note. — object 
to  the  title  of  bishops,  223.  note. — 
Elizabeth's  reported  offer  to,  226.  note. 

> — civil  liberty  preserved  by  the,  230l 

—  their  expectations  on  the  accession 
of  James  L,  297.  no^e.  -^summoned  to 
a  conference  at  Hampton  Court,  ibid. 
— alarmed  at  the  king's  proceedings, 
S03.  —  ministers  of  the,  deprived  by 
archbishop  Bancroft,  394.  and  note. 

—  character  of  the,  395. — difference 
with  the  Sabbatarians,  396 doc- 
trinal puritans,  397.  and  note. 

Purveyance,  abuses  of,  i.  304. — taken 
away,  518.  —  proceedings  of  parlia- 
ment against,  tbid.  303.  ii.  11. 

Pyrenees,  treaty  of  the,  L  696. 

Quartering  of  soldiers  (compulsory), 
treason  of,  i.  526. 

Raleigh  (sir  Walter),  instances  of  his 
flattery  of  monaivhy,  i.  277.  and  nol'Ci 

—  his  execution,  character,  and  pro- 
bable guilt  considered,  353^  354.  and 
notes.  — his  first  success  in  the  Mon- 
ster colonies,  il  540. 

Ranke's  **  History  of  the  Popes,'*  notice 

of,  L  119.  note. 
Reading,  a  Romish  attorney,  trial  of, 

ii.  123. 
Real  presence  denied  in  the  articles  of 

the  church  of  England,  i.  91.  —  the 

term  not  found  in  the  writers  of  the 
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16tb  age,  except  in  the  sense  of  "  cor- 
poral," i.  481.  note. 
Rebellion  (northern),  excited  by  th« 
harsh  innovations  of  Henry  VIII.; 
appeased  by  conciliatory  measures, 
but  made  a  pretext  for  several  exe- 
cutions of  persons  of  rank,  i.  28.  — 
in  Ireland,  in  1641,  il  543.  551. — 
success  of  the  insurgents  in  the,  552. 

—  of  1690,  forfeitures  on  account  of 
the,  560. 

Recovery  (common),  for  cutting  off  the 
entail  of  estates,  its  origin  and  esta- 
blishment, i.  13. 

Recusancy,  persecutions  for,  under  Eli- 
zabeth, i  118 heavy  penalties  on, 

under  Elizabeth,  144.  —  annual  fines 
paid  for,  154.  note^. 

Recusants,  severity  against,  productive 
of  hypocrites,  i.  153.  —  annual  fines 
paid  ly,  154.  nofcf . — statute  restrain- 
mg  their  residence,  163.  — penalties 
upon,  under  James  I.,  405.  noto,  406. 
note. 

Reed  (alderman  Richard),  his  treat- 
ment for  refusing  to  contribute  to  the 
benevolence  in  1545,  i.  24. 

Reeves  (John),  his  History  of  English 
Law,  character  of,  1. 13.  note. 

Reformation  of  the  church  gradually 
prepared  and  eflfected,  i.  57.  —  dis- 
position of  the  people  for  a,  68.  — 
uncertain  advance  of  the,  after  the 
separation  f^om  Rome,  and  dissolu- 
tion of  monasteries,  80 — spread  of, 
in  England,  81. — promoted  by  trans- 
lating the  Scriptures,  82.  —  principal 
innovations  of  the,  in  the  church  of 
England,  82 — 92.  —  chiefly  in  towns 
and  eastern  counties  of  England,  92. 

—  German  troops  brought  over  at 
the  time  of,  93.  note.  —  measures  of, 
under  Edward  VI.,  too  zealously  con- 
ducted, 94. — toleration  not  considered 
practicable  in  the,  95.  —  in  Germany, 
caused  by  vices  of  the  superior  eccle- 
siastics, 99. — its  actual  progress  under 
Edward  VI.,  103. 

Reformatio  Legum  Ecclesiasticum,  ac- 
count of  the  compilation  and  canons 
of,  i.  101.  note. — extract  from,  102. 
note. 

Reformers,  their  predilection  for  satirical 
libels,  i.  205.  —  for  the  Mosaic  polity, 
208.  note  •.  —  of  Scotland,  their  ex- 
treme moderation,  ii.  476.  and  note. 

Refugees,  popish,  their  exertions  against 
Elizabeth,  i.  137.  144. 

Regalities  of  Scotland,  their  power,  ii. 
472. 


Regicides,   execution   of  the,   ii.  6 

some  saved  from  capital  punishment, 
23. 

Religion,  reformation  of,  gradually  pre- 
pared and  effected,  i.  57.  —  state  of, 
in  England,  at  the  beginning  of  the 
sixteenth  century,  58.  —  different  re- 
straints of  governments  on,  94.  — 
Roman  catholic,  abolished  in  Scot- 
land, it  474. 

Religious  toleration,  ii.  333. — infringe- 
ment of,  410. 

Remonstrance  on  the  state  of  the  king- 
dom under  Charles  I.,  ii.  551.  and 
notes. 

Republican  party,  first  decisive  proof  of 
a,  i.  638.  —  composed  of  two  parties, 
levellers  and  anabaptists,  658.  —  go- 
vernment by,  ill  suited  to  the  English 
in  1659,  692.  —  no,  in  the  reign  of 
William  III.,  ii.  284. 

Reresby  (sir  John),  his  conversation 
with  lord  Halifax,  ii.  142.  and  note^. 

Restitution  of  crown  and  church  lands, 
u.  7. 

Restoration  of  Charles  II.,  remarks  on 
the  unconditional,  L  710.  —  popular 

joy  at  the,  ii.  1 chiefly  owing  to 

the  presbyterians,  22. 

Revenue,  settlement  of  the,  ii.  278.  — 
statement  of  the,  by  Ralph,  279.  note, 
— surplus,  in  Ireland,  dispute  between 
the  commons  and  the  government 
concerning  its  appropriation,  568. 

Revolution  in  1688,  its  true  basis,  ii.  228. 

—  its  justice  and  necessity,  242, — 
argument  against  it,  247.  —  favour- 
able circumstances  attending  the,  252. 

—  salutary    consequences    resulting 

from  the,  255 its  great  advantage, 

257 its  temperate  accomplishment, 

271 — in  Scotland,  and  establishment 
of  presbytery,  492. 

Reynolds  (Dr."),  at  the  Hampton  Court 

conference,  i.  297.  note, 
Richard  II.,  statute  of,  restraining  the 

papal  authority,  i.  64 supply  raised 

under,  438.  — his  invasion  of  Ireland, 

ii.  519. 
Richard  III.,  first  passed  the  statute  of 

fines,  i.  11. 
Richelieu  (cardinal,  Armand  du  Plessis), 

his  intrigues  against  England,  i.  433. 

notef. 
Richmond  (Charles  Stuart,  duke  of), 

his  marriage  with  Miss  Stewart,  ii. 

95. 
Richmond  Park  extended,  i.  429.  note  §. 
;    Ridley  (Nicholas,  bishojp  of  London), 

liberality  of,  to  the  princess  Mary,  i. 
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95.  —  assists  in  remodelling  the  En- 
glish church,  98.  note.  —  firmness  of, 
in  the  cause  of  lady  Jane  Grey,  100. 
—  moderation  in  the  measures  of  re- 
form, Ufid, 

Right  of  the  commons  as  to  money  hills, 
11.  91. 

Robbers  and  murderers  depriTcd  of  the 
benefit  of  clergy,  L  58. 

Rochester  (Laur.  Hyde,  lord),  his  dis- 
missal, iL  229,  230.  note  *.  —  creates 
great  alarm,  230.  and  note, 

Rockingham  Forest  increased,  i.  429. 

Rockisane  (archbishop  of  Prague),  his 
reply  to  cardinal  Caijaval  at  the 
council  of  Basle,  i.  192.  note. 

Rock  wood  ( ),  persecution  of,  for 

popery,  i.  142.  note. 

Roman  catholic  prelates  of  Scotland, 
including  the  regulars,  allowed  two 
thirds  of  their  revenues,  ii.  476. 

Romish  priests*  address  to  the  king,  to 
send  them  out  of  the  kingdom,  ii. 
46.  and  note,  —  their  policy,  86. — 
superstition,  general  abhorrence  of 
the,  220. 

Root  and  branch  party,  L  534. 

Ross  (Thomas),  executed  for  publishing 
at  Oxford  a  blasphemous  libel,  il. 
486. 

Royal  families  of  Ireland  (O'Neal, 
O'Connor,  O'Brien,  O'Malachlin,  and 
Mac  Murrongh),  protected  by  the 
English  law,  li.  513. 

Royal  power,  its  constitutional  bound- 
aries well  established,  ii.  166. 

Royalists,  decimation  of  the,  by  Crom- 
well, i.  670.  and  note,  —  discontent  of 
the,  ii.  8,  9.  note. 

Rump,  the  parliament  commonly  so 
called,  i.  643.  and  note. — fanatical 
hatred  of,  to  the  king,  ihid 

Rupert  (prince),  Bristol  taken  by,  L  580. 
— and  Newcastle  defeated  at  Marston 
Moor,  588.  —  consequences  of  the 
same,  ibid. 

Russell  (admiral),  engaged  in  intrigues, 
ii.  289 —  his  conduct  at  the  battle  of 
La  Hogue,  and  quarrel  with  the  board 

of  admiralty,   290 parliamentary 

inquiry  into  their  dispute,  307. 

Russell  (lord),  sincerely  patriotic  in  his 
clandestine  intercourse  with  France, 

ii.  101.  and  note and  the  earl  of 

Essex  concert  measures  for  a  resist- 
ance to  the  government,  152.  —  they 
recede  from  the  councils  of  Shaftes- 
bury, 154. — evidence  on  his  trial  not 
sufficient  to  justify  his  conviction, 
ibid,  and  note. 


Rye-house  plot,  ii.  1 19.  and  note. 
Ryswick  (treaty  of),  particulars  relating 
to,  ii.  300. 

Sabbatarians,  origin  and  tenets  of,  L  397. 
and  note. 

Salisbury  (eountess  of),  her  execatioD, 
causes  cf,  i.  29.  —  not  heard  in  her 
defence,  ilnd,  note. 

Salisbury  (Robert  Cecil,  earl  of)  ex- 
tenuates the  wrongs  imputed  to  Spain, 
i.  313. — his  scheme  for  procuring  an 
annual  revenue  from  the  commons, 

329 his  death  and  character,  332. 

and  notes. — (William  Cecil,  earl  of), 
his  forest  amerciament,  429. 

Sampson,  the  puritan,  his  remonstrance 
agunst  the  papists,  i.  140. 

Sancroft  (Thomas,  archbishop  of  Can- 
terbury), his  scheme  of  comprehen- 
sion, ii.  335. 

Sandys  (sir  Edwin),  his  commitment  to 
the  Tower,  i.  363, 364.  and  note,  371. 

Savoy,  conference  at  the,  in  1561,  iL  34. 

—  animosity  between  the  parties,  S5. 

—  conduct  of  the  churchmen  not 
justifiable,  ibid,  and  note, — only  pro- 
ductive of  a  more  exasperated  dis- 
union,  36.  —  general   remarks    on. 

Sawyer  (Sir  Robert),  expelled  from  the 
house  of  commons,  ii.  277.  and  motes. 

Scambler  (Edmund,  bishop  of  NorwiehX 
his  character,  i.  224. 

Scandinavia,  colonists  from,  settle  on 
the  coasts  of  Ireland,  iL  504. 

Scheme  of  comprehension  and  indul- 
gence, iL  72.  —  observations  on  the, 
336. 

Schism  in  the  constitutional  party  onder 
Charles  L,  539.  and  notes,  —  of  the 
non-jurors,  iL  339. 

Schools  (free),  in  Ireland,  act  passed  in 
the  reign  of  Elisabeth  for  erecdog, 
ii.  537.  note. 

Scotland,  uncertain  succession  of  the 
English  crown  in  the  royal  fiunily 
of,  L  123 — 160.  —  its  claims  not  &- 
voured,  127. — puritanical  church  oo- 
vemment  established  in,  209. — union 
with  England  brought  forward,  309 
— 311.  and  notes, — troubles  com- 
menced in,  502.  and  notes.  —  privy 

council  of,  abolished,  iL  366 and 

note  f its  earlv  state  wholly  Celtic 

before  the  twelfth  century,  466 its 

want  of  records,  467 its  wealth, 

473 character  of  its  history  from 

the  reformation,  474. — «hnrch  of,  still 
preserves  the  forms  of  the  sixteenth 
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century,  475.  496.  — establishment  of 
episcopacy  in,  480.  —  could  not  re- 
main indififerent  during  the  civil  war 

in  England,  487 crown  of,  tendered 

to  William  and  Mary,  493. — episcopal 
and  presbyterian,  chief  controversy 

between,  495 practice  observed  in 

summoning  the  national  assembly  of 

the,  496.  note assemblies  of  the, 

judicious  admixture  of  laymen  in, 
ML 

Scots,  the,  conduct  of,  to  Charles  I.,  1. 
613.  and  notes. -^  conclude  a  treaty 
-with  Charles,  and  invade  England, 
683. 

Scots  Presbyterians  sincerely  attached 
to  king  Charles,  i.  622,  623.  note. 

Scot  and  lot  boroughs,  very  opposite 
species  of  franchise  in,  ii.  206.  and 
note. 

Scripture,  English  translations  of,  pro- 
scribed, i.  83 permitted  to  be  read, 

and  prohibited,  ibid,  and  note effect 

of  their  general  use,  ibid. 

Scroggs  (chief  justice),  impeached  for 
treason,  ii.  144. 

Scudamore  (lord),  anecdote  of,  i.  483. 
and  note. 

Seal,  great,  lord  keeper  Littleton  carries 
it  to  the  king,  i.  581.  —  new  one  or- 
dered to  be  made  by  the  parliament, 
ibid. 

Seats  in  parliament,  sale  of^  ii.  464. 

Secret  corruption,  ii.  427.  —  service- 
money  disposed  of  to  corrupt  the 
parliament,  352.  and  note. 

Secret  treaty  of  1 670,  anecdotes  and  par- 
ticulars relating  to,  80.  and  note. — 
differences  between  Charles  and  Louis 
as  to  the  mode  of  its  execution,  82. 

Secret  historical  documents  brought  to 
light  by  Macpherson  and  Dalrymple, 
ii.  287. 

Sectaries,  persecution  or  toleration  the 
only  means  of  dealing  with,  i.  204. 

Selden  (John),  summoned  before  the 
star-chamber,  i.  383. 

Septs  of  the  north  of  Ireland,  liberty 
enjoyed  by,  ii.  513. — of  Munster  and 
Leinster,  their  oppression,  ibid.  — 
offers  made  by  some  for  permission 
to  live  under  the  English  law,  514. 

Sergeant  of  the  house  of  commons,  au- 
thority of  the,  i.  268 — 271. 

Session,  court  of,  of  Scotland,  its  origin 
and  judicature,  ii.  473. 

Settlement,  act  of,  rights  of  the  reigning 
monarch  emanate  from  the  parliament 
and  people,  by  the,  iL  256.  —  Black- 
stone's  view  of,  344.  note. 


Settlement  of  the  revenue,  ii.  9. 

Seymour  (lord),  of  Sudely,  courts  the 
favour  of  the  young  king,  Edward 
VL,  i.  38.  —  entertains  a  hope  of 
marrying  princess  Elizabeth,  ibid.  — 
accused  of  treason,  and  not  heard  in 
his  defence,  ibid.  —  warrant  for  his 
execution  signed  by  his  brother,  ibid. 

Seymour  (William,  marquis  of  Hert- 
ford), married  to  lady  ArabeUa  Stuart, 
i.  350. 

Seymour  (sir  Francis),  refusal  to  pay 
ship-money,  i  504.  and  note  f. 

Shaftesbury  (Anthony,  third  earl  of), 
declaration  of  indulgence  projected 
by,  ii.  88.  —  fall  of,  and  his  party, 
93 bad  principles  of,  129.  —  des- 
perate counsels  of,  153.  —  committed 
to  the  Tower  with  three  other  peers, 
by  the  lords,  for  calling  in  question 
the  legal  continuance  of  parliament, 
after  a  prorogation  of  twelve  months, 
444. 

Shaftesbury  and  College,  impeachment 
of,  ii.  146.  and  notes. 

Sharp  (James),  archbishop  of  St  An- 
drew's, an  infamous  apostate  and  per- 
secutor, ii.  490. 

Sheffield  (sir  Robert),  confined  in  the 
Tower  for  his  complaint  against  Wol- 
sey,  i.  53.  and  note  *. 

Shelley  (sir  Richard),  reluctantly  per- 
mitted to  eigoy  his  religion,  i.  141. 

Shepherd  (Mr.),  expelled  the  house  of 
commons,  i.  399. 

Sherfield  ( ),  recorder  of  Salisbury, 

star-chamber  prosecution  of,  L  484. 
note, 

Sherlock  (Dr.),  his  work  entitled  Case 
of  Resistance  to  the  Supreme  Powers, 
ii.  160.  and  note.  —  his  inconsistency, 

ii.  272.  note a  pamphlet,  entitled 

A  Second  Letter  to  a  Friend,  attri- 
buted to  him,  272.  note. 

Ship-money,  its  origin  and  imposition, 
i.  430.  — extended  to  the  whole  king- 
dom, 434.  —  trials  concerning,  435. 
and  notes.  —  case  of  Hampden,  436. 
and  note.  —  the  king's  proposal  of 
resigning  for  a  supply,  508.  note  f.  — 
declared  illegal,  516. 

Shirley  (sir  Thomas),  parliamentary 
procedings  on  his  arrest,  i.  302. 

Shirley  (Dr.,  and  sir  John  Fagg),  case 
between,  ii.  189. 

Shower,  infamous  address  of  the  barris- 
ters of  the  Middle  Temple  under  the 
direction  of,  ii.  237. 

Shrewsbury,  earl  of,  engaged  in  in- 
trigues, ii.  289 his  letter  to  king 
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WiUiain  after  Fenwick*f  aoconii^n 
of  him,  ibid,  and  noie, 

Shrewsbury  (lady),  fine  and  imprison- 
ment of,  L  351. 

Sibthorp  ( ),  his  assertion  of  kingly 

power,  i.  417. 

Sidney  (sir  Philip)  writes  a  remon- 
strance against  Elizabeth's  match 
with  the  duke  of  Anjou,  L  232. 

Sidney  (Algernon),  receives  pecuniary 
gratifications  from  France,  iL  103.  — 
was  a  distressed  man,  104. — his  dis- 
like to  the  prince  of  Orange,  ibid  — 
his  conviction  illegally  obtained,  167. 
note,  —  observations  on  his  character 
and  conduct,  ibid. 

Sidney  (sir  Henry),  his  representation 
to  queen  Elizabeth  of  the  wretched 
condition  of  the  Irish,  ii.  530.  and 
note.  —  his  seoond  government  in  Ire- 
land, excites  resistance  by  an  attempt 
to  subvert  the  liberties  of  the  pais, 
534. — his  disappointment  at  the  want 
of  firmness  in  queen  Elizabeth,  535, 
note.  —  account  of  the  protestant 
church  in  Ireland,  536.  note. 

Silenced  preachers  set  at  liberty,  i.  162. 
note^. 

Six  articles,  law  of,  on  the  celibacy  of 
priests,  i,  92. 

Skinner  (Thomas),  case  of,  against  the 
Bast  India  Company,  ii.  186.  —  com- 
mitted by  the  commons  for  breach  of 
privilege,  187. 

Smith  (sir  Thomas),  his  Treatise  on 
the  Commonwealth  of  England),  cited 
concerning  the  star-chamber,  L  48. — 
his  account  of  causes  belonging  to  the 
court  of  star-chamber,  53 — ^^his  na- 
tural son  sent  with  a  body  of  English 
to  settle  in  Ireland,  i.  540. 

Soap,  chartered  company  for  making, 
i.  430. 

Somers  (lord  chancellor),  puts  the  great 
seal  to  blank  powers,  ii.  310.  and  notes* 

Somers,  Halifax,  Wharton,  Oxford,  and 
Sunderland,  kept  out  of  administration 
by  the  dislike  of  queen  Anne,  ii.  372. 

Somerset  (Edward  Seymour),  duke  of^ 
obtains  a  patent  constituting  him 
protector ;  discovers  a  rival  in  his 
brother,  lord  Seymour ;  signs  his  war- 
rant for  execution,  i.  38.  —  deprived 
of  his  authority,  ibid.  —  accused  of 
a  conspiracy-  to  murder  some  of  the 
privy  councillors,  39.  —  evidence  not 
insufficient,  ibid. — inclined  to  the  re- 
formation, and  powerful  in  the  coun- 
cil, 85.  —  his  destruction  of  churches 
to  erect  his  palace,  94.  —  designed 


the  damoiition  of  Westminster  abbey, 
ibwL  —  his  liberality  to  the  pnooees 
Mary,  95.  note, 

Somerset  (Robert  Oar,  earl  of),  hiB  guilt 
of  the  murder  of  Overbury  examined, 
i.  351.  392.  and  note. 

Somerville,  executed  for  a  plot  against 
Eiixabeth,  1. 155. 

Southampton  (Thomas  Wriotfaeeley) 
earl  of^  hlS'  estate  in  the  New  Forest 
seized,  i.  429.  —  his  opposition  to  the 
statute  against  non-eonlbmusls,  48. 

Southey  (Robert),  his  assertion  on  per- 
secution and  toleration  in  the  chureh 
of  England,  i.  122.  note  f. 

Sovereigns,  Uieir  inviolabiiitjr  to  cri- 
minal  process  examined,  i  159. — 
their  power  weakened  lay  the  d»- 
tinotion  of  party,  iL  455. 

Spain,  design  of  transferring  Engiand 
to  the  yoke  of,  L  46. — dislike  of  die 
English  to,  nnder  qoeen  Mary,  105^ 
—  king  James's  partiality  for,  313. 
and  n«tes.— ^ooDoeotion  with  England 
nnder  James  I.,  382.  -^  his  unhappy 
predilection  ft>r,  365.  and  mote  f-  — 
treaty  of  royal  marriage  with,  365. 
369. .-^policy  of  Charles  L  with,  433* 
and  notes.  •*•'  decline  of  the  power  of, 
after  the  treaty  of  the  Pyrenees,  ii.  74. 

Speaker  of  the  house  of  commons,  power 
of,  concerning  bills,  i.  263.  note. 

Speech,  freedom  of^  in  parliament,  l  423. 

Speed  (John),  his  valuation  of  the  sap' 
pressed  monasteries,  i.  76.  note, 

Spenser  (Edmnnd),  his  AceomU  qflre^ 

land,  ii.  524.  note  | the  first  three 

books  of  hia  Faery  Qtteoi,  where  writ* 
ten,  540* 

Spies  shoold  be  heard  with  snspkion  in 
cases  of  treason,  ii.  327. 

Spire,  protestation  of,  by  the  Lothian 
princes  agiunst  mass,  L  95.  lufte  *. 

Sports,  declaration  of,  by  James  I.,  i 
399.  and  itote,  475. 

Sprot,  a  notary,  exeooted  in  Scotland  for 
concealing  letters,  ii  486. 

Stafford  (William  Howard),  lord,  eon- 
victed  of  the  popish  plot,  ii.  124.  and 
note  *. 

Standing  army,  without  consent  of  par- 
liament, deelared  illegal,  iL  269.  and 
note. — national  repugnance  to  its  rise« 
423. 

Standish  (Dr. X  denies  the  divine 

privileges  of  the  clergy,  1. 58. — cen- 
sured in  the  jommal  oi  Henry  VHI., 
59.  note  *, 

St.  Bartholomew  (day  of  X  2000  persons 
resign  their  preferments,  ii  38. 
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St  Germain's  (court  of),  preterve  a 
aecret  conneotion  with  Gkxlolphin  and 
Marlboroagh,  ii.  383. 

St  John  (OiiTer),  declines  to  contri- 
bute to  the  benerolences,  i.  342.  — 
his  statement  of  means  for  defence 
of  the  rojal  prerogatiye,  437. 

St  John's  College,  Cambridge,  non- 
conformists of,  in  1665,  i.  184.  note. 

St  Paul's  cathedral,  proposed  improve- 
ment o^  L  446. 

St  Phelipe,  remarkable  passage  in  his 
memoirs,  ii.  375.  note. 

Star-chamber,  court  of^  the  same  as  the 
ancient  CcndUum  MeyU,  or  OrdinO' 
riuniy  i  49.  and  naU,  —  account  of  the 
powers  of,  50.  -*  augmented  by  car- 
dinal WoLsey,  58.  —.  original  limita- 
tion and  judges  of  the,  63.  and  note. 
-^causes  within  the  cognisance  of  the, 
Hid. — ^its  arbitrary  and  illegal  powers, 
54.  —  not  the  court  erected  by  Henry 
yiL,  ibid.  wote-^^^-^eiMakmBXioixi  of 
papists  in  the,  120.  —  security  of  the, 
S30.  —  power  o^  234.  -^  instances  of 
its  extended  authority,  349. —inform- 
ations in  the,  against  London,  446.  — 
jurisdiction  of  the,  447 — cantion  of, 
in  cases  of  inheritance,  449. — offences 
belonging  to,  450.  •—  mode  of  process 
in  the,  451.  ~— punishments  inflicted 
by  the,  ibid,  and  notes  — fines  and 
sentences  of  the,  453.  —  corrupt  and 
partial,  455.  note.  — act  Ibr  abolishing, 
516.  aind  note, — attempt  to  rerive 
the,  ii.  30.—- report  of  committee  of 
the  lords  concerning  the,  31. 

State,  eomoil  of,  consists  of  forty-one 
members,  i.  653.  —  tests  proposed  to 
the,  to  which  only  nineteen  subscribed, 
ibid. 

Stalieners,  company  of,  power  given  to, 
over  printers  and  booksellers,  i.  238. 

Statute  of  the  15th  of  Edward  II.,  re- 
cognisinff  the  existence  of  the  present 
constitution  of  parliament,  i.  3.  —  of 
1 1th  Henry  VII.  protecting  persons  in 
the  king's  service,  9.< — extraordinary, 
giving  to  Henry  VIII.  all  moneys 
paid  by  way  of  loan,  &c.,  23. — similar 
act  releasing  to  him  all  moneys  he 
had  subsequently  borrowed,  ibid.  — 
Uth  Henry  VII.  for  payment  of  ar- 
rears of  benevolences,  14.  and  note.  — 
of  fines  enacted  by  Henry  VII.,  merely 
a  transcript  from  one  of  Richard  III., 
1 1. —object  of  this  enactment,  ibid.  — 
of  Edward  I.  de  donig  condititmalibus^ 
12. — reyived  under  Henry  VIL,  and 
their  penalties  enlbnsed,  14.  •—  of  1st 


Henry  VIII.  for  amendment  of  es- 
cheats, 16. —  of  11th  Henry  VII. 
giving  power  to  justices  of  the  peace, 
ibid.  —  for  the  exclusion  of  princess 
Mary  from  the  succession  in  1534, 
34.  —  of  Henry  VII.  concerning  the 
court  of  star-chamber,  53,  54.  and 
notes.  —  of  Henry  VI.  for  compelling 
clerks  to  plead  their  privilege,  58. 

—  of  4th  Henry  VII.  for  branding 
clerks  convicted  of  felony,  ibid.  — 
of  Richard  II.  restraining  the  papal 
jurisdiction,  64.  —  of  Henry  VI IL 
taking  away  appeals  to  Rome,  65.  — 
of  ditto  on  the  consecration  of  bishops, 
66.  —  of  mortmain  of  Edward  I.  and 
III.,  69.  —of  27th  Henry  VIII.  cen- 
sures the  vices  of  monasteries,  72. 
note,  —  of  Henry  VIII.,  1st  Edward 
VI.,  14th  Elizabeth,  for  support  of 
the  poor,  80.  and  note.  —  of  34th 
Henry  VIII.  against  the  sale  and 
reading  of  Tindal's  Bible,  83.  and 
note.  —  of  2d,  3d,  and  6th  of  Edward 
VL  on  the  celibacy  of  priests,  92.  — 
of  2d  Edward  VI.  against  irreverently 

speaking  of  the  sacrament,  93 for 

abolishing  chantries,  94.  and  note 

of  2d  and  3d  Edward  VI.  against 
hearing  mass,  95. — of  25th  Henry 
Vni.  against  importation  of  foreign 
books,  82.  note.  —  of  supremacy  and 

uniformity,  1st  of  Elizabeth,  112 

of  5th  Elizabeth  against  fantastical 
prophecies,  115.  note.  —  for  the  as- 
surance of  the  queen's  power,  ibid. 
— opposed  by  Mr.  Atkinson  and  lord 
Montague,  116.  —  arguments  for  it, 
ibid.  note.  —  of  8th  of  Elizabeth  on 
behalf  of  the  bishops,  117.  and  note. 

—  of  28th  and  35th  Henry  VHI.  on 
the  succession,  122 of  13th  of  Eli- 
zabeth, on  altering  the  succession, 
129.  —  13th  Elizabeth,  against  pa- 
pists, 139 — 149. — of  23d  ditto  against 
recusancy,  144.  —  of  25tK  Edward 
III.  against  treason,  146 of  Eliza- 
beth, commanding  papists  to  depart 
the  kingdom,  153. —of  27th  Eliza- 
beth for  her  security,  ibid.  —  of  33d 
Elizabeth  restricting  their  residence, 
163.  — of  ISth  Elizabeth,  for  sub- 
scribing church  articles,  191 of 

23d  Elizabeth  a^inst  seditious  books 
of  seminary  priests,  wrested  against 

the   puritan   libels,   205 — 231 of 

35th  Elizabeth  fbr  imprisoning  non- 
confbrmists,  2 12. — of  Ist  of  Elizabeth, 
restraining  the  grant  of  ecclesiasical 
lands,  223.  —  of  14th  Elizabeth  on 
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recusants,  244.  note,  — of 

Cartamm  and  Magna  Carta^  314.  — 

of  45th  Edward  III.  against  new 

customs,  318,  319 of  34th  Henry 

VIIL  for  court  of  council  of  Wales, 
328.  note,  — ■  of  34th  of  Henry  VIII. 
on  making  laws  for  Wales,  339. — 
of  2d  and  3d  Edward  VI.  for  pre- 
serving Lent,  397.  note, — of  5th,  27th, 
and  35th  of  Elizabeth,  for  increase  of 

the  fishery,  ibid,  note of  1st  and 

3d  Charles  I.  for  obserrance  of  Sun- 
day, 400.  note.  —  of  1st  Edward  II. 
Be  MiliHlms,  428.  noU.  ^  of  4th  Ed- 
ward III.  for  holding  parliaments, 

515.  and  note of  16th  Charles  I. 

for  abolishing  court  of  star-chamber, 
&c.,  517.  and  notes. — for  determin- 
ing forests,  restraining  purveyance, 
amending  the  stannary  courts,  levy- 
ing troops,  519.  —  of  Ist  and  25th 
of  Edward  III.,  and  4th  Henry  IV., 
amending  military  service,  549.  —  of 
Winchester,  for  defence  of  the  nation, 
551 — of  Ist  James  I.  on  famishing 
soldiers,  552.  note,  — of  Edward  IV., 
constructive  interpretation  of  by  chief 
justice  Eyre,  ii  329.  —  of  leasing- 

making  in  Scotland,  485 English, 

question  on  their  validity  in  Ireland, 
566. 

Statute  of  Kilkenny,  its  influence  on 
the  government  of  Ireland,  518.  note. 

Statutes,  Irish,  account  of  the,  ii.  516. 
—  English,  extended  to  Ireland,  522. 
and  note. 

Stawell,  a  gentleman  of  Devonshire, 
refuses  compliance  to  the  speaker's 
warrant,  ii.  142. 

Steele  (sir  Richard),  expelled  the  house 
of  commons  for  writing  a  pamphlet 
reflecting  on  the  ministry,  ii.  430. 

Stephens  (Rev.  Mr.),  justice  Powell's 
observations  in  passing  sentence  on 
him  for  a  libel  on  ministers,  ii.  330. 
note. 

Stewart  (Miss),  her  marriage  with  the 
duke  of  Richmond,  ii.  62. 

Stone  (primate  of  Ireland),  his  great 
share  in  the  government  of  Ireland  in 
the  reign  of  George  II.,  ii.  564. 

Storie  (John),  his  committal  by  autho- 
rity of  parliament,  i.  270,  271. 

Stow  (John),  his  library  seized,  i.  238. 

Strafford  (Thomas  Wentworth,  earl  of), 
character  of,  i.  460.  and  note,  —  made 
president  of  the  council  of  the  north, 
461. — lord  lieutenant  of  Ireland,  462. 
— ^his  correspondence  with  archbishop 
Laud,  463, 464.  and  notes.  —  his  sen- 


timents and  practice  on  ship-money, 
469.  —  advice  to  Charles  I.  against 
war  with  Spain,  471. — his  sentiments 
and  use  of  parliaments,  472. — sum- 
mary of  his  conduct,  &c.,  473.  and 
twte,  —  his  impeachment,  522.  and 
note,  —  its  justice  discwoed,  523 — 
530.  and  note. — his  able  goTemmeat 
of  Ireland,  ii.  546.  and  notes,  —  pro- 
cures six  subsidies,  549. 
Strangers  amenable  to  law  wherever 

they  dwell,  i.  160. 
Strickland   (Mr.),  his   attack  on  the 
abuses  of  the  church  of  England,  i. 
190.  —  taken  from  his  seat  in  the 
house  of  commons,  253.  ^restored  to 
it,  ibid, 
Strongbow  (earl),  his  acqnisitioDS  in 
Ireland,  ii.  509.  —  his  possessions  di- 
vided among  his  five  sisters,  512. 
Stuart  (Arabella),  her  title  to  the  Eng- 
lish crown,  i.  287.  and  note,  —  her 
unhappy  life  and  persecutions,  350, 
351.  and  note, 
Stuart  (house  of),  want  of  legal  titk  to 

the  crown,  L  288,  289.  and  note. 
Stuart,  Henry  VTI.,  Henry  VIII.,  EU- 
aabeth,  and  the  four  kings  of  the 
house  of,  master- movers  of  their  own 
policy,  iL  454. 
Stuart  papers  in  the  hands  of  his  mijesty , 

ii.  415.  note, 
Stubbe,  his  pamphlet  against  Elizabeth's 
marriage  with  the  duke  of  Ai^oq,  L 
232,  233. 
Subsidies,  popular  aversion  to,  i.  13. — 

grant  of,  in  1588,  260 in  1593 — 

1601,  263. — less  frequent  in  Soot- 
land  than  in  England,  iL  471. 
Subsidy,  value  of,  examined,  i.  370.  note. 
Succession,  difficulties  in  regard  to  the, 
created  by  Henry's  two  divorces,  L 
34. — princesses  Mary  and  Eliaabeth, 
nominated  in  the  entail  after  the  king's 
male  issue ;  crown  devised  to  the  heirs 
of  Mary,  duchess  of  Sufiblk,  to  the 
exclusion  of  the  royal  iamily  of  Scot- 
land, ibid, 
Suffolk  (Frances  Brandon,  duchess  of), 
emigrates  on  account  of  her  religioD, 
i.  103.   note%. 
Suffolk  (family  of  Brandon,  duke  of), 
succession  of  the  crown  settied  in,  L 
123.  129.  286.  —  title  of,  nearly  de- 
feated by  Elizabeth,  127 deeoend- 

ants  of,  living  at  the  death  of  Elisa- 
beth, 291.  293.  —  present  represent- 
atives of  their  claim,  ibid,  note, 
Suffolk    (Edmund  de   la    Pole,    earl 
of),    conspires  against  Henry  VII., 


INDEX. 


619 


attainted,  flies  to  the  Netherlands, 
given  np  by  the  archduke  Philip  on 
condition  of  safety;  Henry  VIII. 
causes  him  to  be  executed,  L  26. 

Suffolk,  county  oi,  asnsts  in  placing 
Mary  on  the  throne,  and  suffers  greatly 
from  her  persecution,  L  103.  and  note, 

Solly  (due  die),  wears  mourning  for  Eli- 
zabeth at  the  court  of  James  I.,  i.  296. 
note. 

Sunday,  differences  on  the  obserrance 
of,  1.  396.  and  note,  397.  —  statutes 
for,  399.  and  note, 

Sunderland  (Robert  Spencer,  earl  of), 
early  mention  of  his  inclination  to 
adopt  the  catholic  religion,  ii.  85.  — 
his  intentions,  223.  note, — enters  into 
secret  negotiation  with  the  prince  of 
Orange,  245.  —  reproached  for  his 
conduct  in  the  peerage  bill,  401. 

Supply  to  the  crown,  ancient  mode  of, 
ii.  192.  —  the  commons  are  the  grant- 
ing and  the  lords  the  consenting 
power,  ibid. — ^present  practice  of,  194. 

Supplies,  origin  of  the  estimates  of,  ii. 
56.  —  remarks  on  the  appropriation 
of;  280. 

Supremacy  of  the  church  given  to  Henry 
VIII.,  i.  66.  —  difficulty  of  repealing 
the  act  of,  under  queen  Mary,  104 — 
restored  to  the  crown  under  Eliza- 
beth, 109.  —  character  and  power  of 
the  act  o^  110.  —  oath  of,  ibid.  note. 
—  penalty  for  refusing.  111.  —  lord 
Burleigh's  memorial  on  the  oath  of, 
149.  —  act  of,  links  the  church  with 
the  temporal  constitution,  170.  — the 
sovereign's,  rejected  by  Cartwright 
and  the  puritans,  185. — acknowledged 
by  some  of  the  puritans,  209. — exe- 
cutions for  denial  of,  214.  note. — 
act  of  resistance  of  the  Irish  to  it, 
iL  527.  —  oath  of,  catholics  murmur 
at  the,  536.  note, — imposed  on  the 
commons,  by  the  5th  of  Elizabeth, 
never  adopted  by  the  Irish  parliament, 
562. — resolution  of  commons  of  Ire- 
land to  exclude  those  who  would  not 
take  the  oath  of  the,  ibid. 
Surrey  (Thomas  Howard,  earl  of), 
futUe  charges  against,  of  the  crime 
of  quartering  the  royal  arms,  i.  31. — 
*    lominious  behaviour  of  his  father. 


ibid. 

Sussex  (Henry  Ratcliffe,  earl  of),  writes 
to  the  burgesses  of  Yarmouth  and 
others,  requesting  them  to  vote  for 
the  person  he  should  name,  i.  45. 

Sussex  (Thomas  Ratcliffe,  earl  of),  his 


letter  concerning  the  imprisonment 
of  Mary  Stuart,  i.  132.  note. 

Sweden  (king  of),  leagues  with  the 
Pretender,  ii.  404. 

Swift  (Dr.  Jonathan),  employed  by  go- 
vernment to  retaliate  on  Ubellers,  ii. 
332. 

Talbot  (lord  chancellor),  bill  to  prevent 
smuggling  strongly  opposed  by  him, 
ii.  452.  —  his  arguments  against  it, 
ibid. 

Tanistry,  law  of,  defined,  ii.  505.  — 
strong  inducement  of  the  native  Irish 
to  preserve  the,  515.  —  custom  of, 
determined  to  be  void,  539. 

Tax  upon  property  in  the  reign  of 
Henry  VIII.,  mode  of  its  assessment, 
i.  19.  note  *. — discontents  excited  by 
it,  21.  —  opposed  tumultuously,  and 
finally  abandoned,  Ufid. 

Taxation  under  Henry  VIII.,  mode  of, 
i.  13.  —  arbitrary,  under  the  two 
Henries,  25. 

Taxation,  arbitrary,  restndned  by  the 
petition  of  right,  i.  391.  437. 

Taxations  not  attempted  by  Elizabeth, 
i.  243.  note. 

Taxes  not  to  be  levied  in  England  with- 
out consent  of  parliament,  i.  316.  — 
larger  in  amount  in  the  reign  of 
Charles  IL  than  at  any  former  period, 
ii.  51. 

Temple  (sir  John),  his  relation  of  the 
number  of  protestants  massacred  In 

Ireland,  iL  552.  note  * his  History 

of  the  Irith  Hebellion  unjustly  de- 
preciated, 553.  itote. 

Temple  (sir  William),  his  views  of  go- 
vernment, ii.  78.  note.  —  new  council 
formed  by,  131.  and  notes. 

Tenancy  firom  year  to  year,  of  very 
recent  introduction,  iL  207. 

Tenison,  archbishop,  extract  from  his 
speech  on  the  union,  iL  500.  note. 

Test  act,  dissenters  give  their  support 
to  the,  iL  92.  and  Tiotes, 

Testament^  New,  1526,  translated  into 
English,  and  proscribed,  L  83. 

Thompson  (Richard),  taken  into  cus- 
tody for  preaching  virulent  sermons  at 
Bristol,  and  impeached  upon  strange 
charges,  141. 

Thorough,  a  phrase  used  by  archbishop 
Laud  and  the  earl  of  Strafford  to 
express  their  system  of  government, 
L  464.  et  seq. 

Thurloe  (John),  letter  from,  to  Henry 
Cromwell,  L  685.  note. 
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Tindal  (William),  his  translations  of 
the  scriptures,  i.  83.  and  note. 

Tithes,  sabsisted  during  the  eommon- 
wealth,  ii.  13. 

Toleration,  ancient  avowal  of  the  prin- 
ciple of,  i.  122.  note.  —  religious,  iL 
833.  note,  —  act,  a  measure  of  reli- 
gious liberty,  335.  —  no  part  of  the, 
extended  to  papists,  or  such  as  deny 
the  Trinity,  336. — repealed  by  the 
whigs,  337.  —  natural  right  of  the 
Irish,  527. 

Tom  TeU'truthy  a  libel  against  James  L, 
i.  369.  note. 

Tonnage  and  poundage  granted  to 
Henry  VIII.  by  his  first  parliament ; 
mistaken  assertion  of  Hume  and 
Lingard  respecting  it,  i.  18.  note,  — 
the  king's  right  to,  disputed,  392.  — 
declaration  in  the  act  for,  ii.  527.  and 
note. 

Topcliffe  ( ),  his    persecution    of 

papists  under  Elizabeth,  i.  142.  notes. 

Topham  (seijeant  at  arms),  actions 
brongfat  against  him  for  false  im- 
prisonment, ii.  443. 

Torture,  use  of,  denied  by  the  Judges, 
i.  426.  —  instances  of,  in  Ehigland, 
427.  note.  —  strictures  on  Mr.  Jar- 
dine's  views  of  this  sulgect,  427.  note. 

Tortures,  used  under  the  house  of  Tudor, 
i.  148.  and  note.  — under  Elizabeth, 
denied  by  lord  Bnrieigh,  150. 

Tory  principles  of  the  clergy,  ii.  158. 

—  firmly  adhere  to  the  established 

religion,    169 party,    their   rage 

against  the  queen  and  lord  Oxford 
for  retaining  whigs,  394.  note.  — 
ministry  annoyed  by  the  vivacity  of 

•   the  press,  460. 

Tories,  their  inconsistency,  ii.  366. — ill 
received  at  court,  and  excluded  from 
office,  420. 

Toryism,  its  real  character,  ii.  139;  — 
cardinal  maxim  of,  ibicL 

Tower  of  London,  historical  associations 
connected  with  the,  i.  148. 

Towns,  chartered,  their  jurisdiction,  i.  7. 

Tracts,  political,  extraordinary  number 
published  fhim  the  meetmg  of  the 
long  parliament,  ii.  65. 

Trade,  foreign,  proclamations  of  Eliza- 
beth restricting,  i.  237.  —  the  king's 
prerogative  of  restraining,  316.  note. 

—  project  for  a  council  of,  ii.  306. 
Transubstantiation,    persecutions   con- 
cerning, i.  82.  92. — metaphysical  ex- 
amination of,  92 modem  Romish 

doctrine  of,  ibid.  note. 

Treason,  consideration  of  the  law  of,  as 


applied  to  the  papists  under  Elizabedi, 
i.  163.  note. — trials  for,  unjustly  con- 
ducted under  Elizabeth,  231 per- 
versions of  the  law  of^  under  James  L, 

343.  note law  of,  iL  313.  —  statute 

of  Edward  III.,  814. — ^its  constructive 
interpretation  and  material  omission, 
315. — various  strained  constructions 
of  the,  31 6. — statute  of  William  10., 
322. — prosecutions  for  under  Charles 
IL,  disgraceful  to  government,  323. — 
Scots  Uw  of,  its  severity  and  odium, 
485. 

Treasury,  reduced  state  of  tbe,  in  1 639, 
i.  502,  503.  and  notes. 

Treaty  begmi  at  Oxford,  i.  574.  — pre- 
tended, signed  with  France,  secret 
between  Charles  II.  and  Louis  XIV., 
ii.  106.  —  of  peace  broken  off  and  re- 
newed by  the  tory  government,  376. 

Treaties  of  partition,  two,  ii.  309.  —  im- 
peachment of  fbur  lords  on  account 
of  the,  310. 

Treating  at  elections,  origin  of,  ii.  464. 
note, 

Tireby  (chief  justice),  his  conduct  in  the 
case  of  Anderton,  ii.  324. 

Trial  by  jury,  its  ancient  establishment, 
L  7.  note. 

Trials  for  treason,  &c  unjustly  con- 
ducted under  Elizabeth,  i.  231.  —  of 
Russell  and  Sidney,  ii.  153. 

Triennial  bill,  its  constitotion  and  pri- 
vileges, i.  515.  and  note.  —  act,  repeal 
of,  ii.  28.  —  and  of  the  act  for  its  re- 
peal, 29. 

Trinity,  denial  of  the,  or  of  the  inspira- 
tion of  any  book  of  the  Bible,  made 
felony,  i.  620.  note. 

Triple  alliance,  public  satisfaction  at  die, 
ii.  73. 

Trust  estates,  view  of  the  laws  relating 
to,  i.  344,  345. 

Tudor,  house  of,  difficulty  experienced 
by,  in  raising  supplies,  i.  IS. — one  of 
the  most  important  constitutional  pro- 
visions of,  40. — strengthened  by  lAary, 
41. 

Tndors,  military  levies  under  the,  i  558. 

Tnnstal  (Cuthbert),  bishop  of  Durham, 
liberally  entertained  by  Parker,  i- 
118.  note. 

Tutchin  (John),  Taw  laid  down  by  HoJt 

in  the  case  of,  ii.  380. 
Tyrconnel  (earl  of),  charged  with  con- 
spiracy, and  attunted  of  treason,  ii. 
540.  —  lord-lieutenant  of  Ireland  in 
1687,  his  secret  overtures  with  the 
French  agents,  559. 
Tyrone  (earl  of),  charged  with  con- 
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spiracy^and  attainted  of  treason,  ii. 

540. 
Turret  (Anthony),  an  informer  against 
papists,  i.  154.  note. 

XJdal  ( ),  tried  and  imprisoned  for  a 

libel  on  the  hishops,  L  206.  and  note, 
232. 

UWer,  the  most  enlightened  part  of 
Ireland,  ii.  540. — the  colonisation  of, 
first  carried  into  effect  by  sir  Arthur 
Chichester,  in  the  reign  of  James  I., 
ibid,  —  linen  manufacture  first  esta- 
blished by  Strafford,  549. 

Undertakers,  agents  between  the  king 
and  the  parliament  so  called,  I  339. 
.  356. 

Uniformity,  act  of,  passed  under  Eliza- 
beth, i.  110.  and  note,  — its  character 
and  extent,  112. —  linkj  the  church 
with  the  temporal  constitution,  170. 

Union  of  the  two  crowns,  sovereign  and 
court  withdrawn  by,  from  Scotland, 
ii.  499. -^general  observations  on  the 
same,  500. 

Universities,  foreign,  bribed  on  the 
subject  of  Henry  YIII.*s  divorce,  i. 
61.  note, — difficulty  of  procuring  the 
judgment  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge 
against  the  marriage,  70. 

Usher  (James),  archbishop  of  Armagh, 
his  scheme  mr  a  moderate  episcopacy, 
i  534.  and  note, — model  of  church 
government,  iL  17, uidnotes. — scheme 
of  church  government  not  inconve- 
nient or  impracticable,  34. 

Utrecht,  treaty  of,  arguments  for  and 
against  the,  ii.  377.  —  negotiations 
mismanaged,  381.  —  advantages  lost 
by  the,  382. «-  misconduct  of  lords 
Bolingbroke  and  Oxford  in  the  ma- 
nai^ment  of  it,  ibid,  383.  note, 

Uxbridge,  negotiations  at,  i.  591.  and 
note,  —  rupture  of  the,  596. 

Vagabonds,  act  of  state  against,  under 
Elizabeth,  i.  242. 

Vane  (sir  Henry),  his  message  to  the 
commons,  1640,  L  509.  —  and  Ge- 
neral liambert,  excepted  from  act 
of  indemnity,  ii.  23.  —  injustice  of 
his  condemnation,  24.  and  note,-^ 
execution  and  character,  25,  26 — 
his  communication  to  the  lords  jus- 
tices relating  to  the  connexion  be- 
tween Spain  and  the  disaffected  Irish, 
550.  note* 

Vaup^han  (chief  justice),  his  argument 
with  regard  to  the  power  ef  juriee, 
ii.  175. 


Venner,  insorrection  of,  in  1690,  ii. 
12. 

Verdict,  general,  question  of  the  right 
of  juries  to  return  a,  discussed,  ii. 
175. 

Vestments  of  priests,  retained  in  Eng- 
land, i.  102.  —  dislike  of  the  German 
reformers  to,  ibid. 

Vintners'  company,  fined  by  the  star- 
chamber,  i.  454. 

Visitations  of  monasteries,  character 
and  truth  ef,  i.  72. 

Vote  of  parliament,  to  prevent  the  meet- 
ing of  caballing  officers,  i  688.  and 
note*  —  the  parliament  dissolved  in 
consequence,  689.  and  note, 

Voweirs  Treatise  on  the  order  of  par- 
liament, extract  from,  ii.  209.  note, 

Walde^ve  (sir  Edward),  and  his  lady, 
imprisoned  for  hearing  mass,  i.  113. 

Wales,  court  of  the  council  of,  its  ju- 
risdiction, u  328.  and  note,  —  court 
and  council  abolished,  5 18. — right  of 
election  extended  to,  by  Henry  VIII., 
ii.  202. 

Waller's  plot,  L  577.  —  oath  taken  by 
both  houses  in  consequence  of,  ibid, 

Wallingford  House,  cabal  of,  form  a 
coalition  with  the  republicans,  i.  688. 
—  oblige  Richard  Cromwell  to  dis- 
solve Ms  parliament,  689. 

Walpole  (sir  Robert),  reconciles  the 
church  to  the  royal  family,  ii.413. — 
remarks  on  his  administration,  417. 
— character  of  the  opposition  to  him, 
418. — the  successors  of,  do  not  carry 
reform  to  the  extent  they  endeavoured, 
427 —  and  Pelham,  condemn  the  ex- 
cessive partiality  of  their  masters  for 
their  Hanoverian  dominions,  458.  and 
note,  —  his  prudent  administration, 
463. 

Walsingham  (sir  Francis),  deceived  by 
Charles  IX.,  L  137.  —  his  advice 
against  Mary  queen  of  Scots,  140.  — 
fidelity  of  his  spies  upon  her,  156.  — 
his  enmity  to  her,  159.  and  note,  — 
his  moderation  and  protection  towards 
the  puritans,  194.  — his  disinterested 
liberality,  223 — his  letter  in  defence 
of  Elizabeth's  government,  227.  and 
note. 

Walton  (Dr.  Brian),  ejected  by  the 
covenant,  i.  585. 

War  with  Holland,  in&my  of  the,  ii. 
88.  and  note.  —  between  William  III. 
and  liouis  XIV.,  its  ill  success  and 
expenses,  297.  —  of  the  succession, 
its  object,  ibid, 
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Wards,  extraordinary  liveries  taken  for, 
i.  15. 

Warham  (William),  archbishop  of  Can- 
terbury, his  letter  to  Wolsey,  on  the 
grants,  &c  of  1525,  i.  19.  note. 

Warrant  of  committal,  form  and  power 
of,  debated,  1 383.  386.  421. 

Warwick  (Edward  Plantagenet,earl  of), 
his  long  captivity,  attempt  to  escape 
with  Perkin  Warbeck,  his  trial  for 
conspiracy,  indaced  to  confess  him- 
self guilty  in  the  hope  of  pardon,  his 
execution,  and  the  probable  motire 
for  it,  L  25.  —  John  Dudley,  earl  o^ 
a  concealed  papist,  95.  noie, 

Wenlock,  the  first  charter  for  returning 
members  to  parliament,  ii.  206. 

Wentworth  (Paul),  his  discussion  of 
the  church  authority  with  archbishop 
Parker,  L  191 — ^his  bold  motion  on  a 
command  of  Elizabeth,  251. — Peter, 
his  motion  on  the  succession,  259.  ~- 
his  bold  defence  of  the  privileges  of 
parliament  against  Elizabeth,  255. — 
examined  concerning  it,  256 ques- 
tions of,  on  the  privileges,  &c.  of 
parliament,  257.  —  committed  to  the 
Tower,  258. 

Westbury,  borough  of,  fined  for  bribery, 
i.  267. 

Westminster,  ancient  courts  of  law 
held  at,  i.  5. — abbey,  preserved  from 
destruction  in  the  reformation  under 
Edward  VI.,  94. — hall,  tumult  in,  on 
demand  of  a  loan  by  Charles  I.,  381. 
and  note. 

Westmoreland  (Mildmay  Fane,  earl  of), 
his  forest  amerciament,  i.  429. 

WhaUey  (abbey  of).  Dr.  Whitaker's 
scheme  for  distributing  its  revenues, 
i.  79.  note. 

Whig,  and  tory,  first  heard  of  in  the 
year  1679,  ii.  136.  —  their  first  meet- 
ing, 139.  — remarkable  triumph  of 

the,  259 necessity  of  accurately 

understanding  their  definition,  362. 
— their  distinctive  principles,  363.  — 
changes  effected  in  them  by  circum- 
stances, 364. 

Whiggism,  genuine,  one  of  the  tests  of, 
ii.  311. 

Whig  party,  justified  in  their  distrust 
of  Charles  II.,  il  109. 

Whigs,  their  influence  in  the  councils 

of  William  IIL,  ii.  275 oppose 

a  general  amnesty,  276 bold  mea- 
sure of  the,  391.  —  come  into  power, 
392. 


Whiston,  extract  froin  his  Jtf<moBr^  iL 
360.  note, 

Whitaker  (Dr.  Thomas  Dunham),  his 
plan  for  distributing  the  revenues  of 
the  abbey  of  Whalley,  i.  79.  note, 

Whitbread,  a  Jesuit,  his  trial,  iL  124^ 

White  (John,  bishop  of  Winchester), 
speaks  against  the  protestants  in  his 
fdneral  sermon  for  queen  Mary,  i.  1 10. 
note. 

Whitelocke  (sir  James),  cited  before 
the  star-chamber,  i  349. — Bulstrode, 
palliation  of  his  fliither^s  pliancy,  423. 
note. — curious  anecdote  recorded  by, 
701. 

Whitgift  (John,  archbishop  of  Canter- 
bury), orders  given  to,  concerning 
papists  in  Denbigh,  i.  142.  —  his  al- 
lowance of  torture,  148.  noie.  ^— his 
answer  to  Cartwright,  198.  and  note, 
—  rigour  of  his  ecdesiastical  govern- 
ment, ibid.  199.  and  note.,  —  JEs  erfSeio 
oath  tendered  by,  201. — his  inter- 
cession for  Udal,  205.  —  hia  cmsure 
of  lawyers,  212.  and  note*.  — his  bi- 
goted sway  over  the  press,  238,  339. 
note.  —  his  exclamation  at  Hampton 
Court,  ii.  482. 

Wicliffe  (John),  effect  of  hb  doctrines 
in  England,  i.  57. 

Wildman  (m^jor),  unites  the  republicans 
and  royalists  against  the  power  of 
Cromwell,  i.  667. 

Wilford  (sir  Thomas),  EUsabetb's  il- 
legal commission  of  martial  law  to, 
i.  241. 

Wilkins  (bishop),  opposes  the  act  for 
suppressing  eonventicles,  ii.  86. 

William  the  conqueror,  capacity  of  his 
descendants  to  the  seventeenth  cen- 
tury described,  ii.  454. 

William  the  Lion,  statutes  ascribed  to 
him,  iL  467. 

William  III.  receives  the  crown  con- 
jointly with  his  wife,  ii.  263.  — dis- 
content with  his  government,  271..— 
his  character  and  errors,  275.  —  his 
government  in  danger,  ibid, — his  dis- 
satisfaction, 282. — his  magnanimous 
and  public-spirited  ambition,  233. — 
dissolves  the  convention  parliament, 
and  gives  his  confidence  to  the  tones, 
286.  and  notes.  —  scheme  for  his  as- 
sassination, 293.  and  note.  —  his  mag- 
nanimous conduct,  297.  —  unjustly 
accused  of  neglecting  the  navy,  299. 
and  note.  —  skill  and  disciplioe  ac- 
quired by  the  troops  under  his  com- 
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mand,  300.  —  aware  of  the  intentionfi 
of  Louis  XIV.  on  the  Spanish  domi- 
nions, Ufid.  —  700,000?.  granted  him 
during  life,  303.  —  leaves  a  sealed 
order  to  keep  up  the  arm  j,  ibid,  — 
obliged  to  reduce  his  army,  and  send 
home  his  Dutch  guards,  304.  —  his 
conduct  censurable  -with  regard  to  the 
Irish  forfeitures,  305.  note,  —  unpo- 
pularity of  his  administration,  307.  — 
his  conduct  with  respect  to  the  two 
treaties  of  partition,  309.  • —  his  supe- 
riority oyer  the  greatest  men  of  the 
age,  310.  —  improvements  in  the 
English  constitution  under  him,  311. 
—  his  statute  of  treason,  313. — hatred 
of  the  tories  to,  341.  — distinction  of 
the  cabinet  from  the  privy  council 
during  his  reign,  346. — reservedness 
of  his  disposition,  349. — his  partiality 
to  Bentinck  and  Keppel  not  consistent 
with  the  good  sense  and  dignity  of  his 
character,  351.  — influences  members 
of  parliament  by  bribes,  352. — ^refuses 
to  pass  a  bill  for  rendering  the  judges 
independent,  357.  —  truly  his  own 
minister,  454.  —  never  popular  in 
Scotland,  496.  —  the  only  consistent 
friend  of  toleration,  ibid,  and  note. 

Williams  ( ),  his  prediction  of  king 

James's  death,  i.  343.  note.  —  Dr. 
John,  bishop  of  Lincoln,  suspicion 
of  corruption  in,  389.  note.  —  fined 
by  the  star-chamber,  454.  —  made 
lord  keeper,  458.  —  suspected  of  po- 
pish principles,  489.  note  f . 

Wills,  fees  of  the  clergy  on  the  probates 
of,  limited,  i.  64. 

Winchester,  statutes  of,  on  defence  of 
the  nation,  i.  551. 

Wines,  duties  imposed  on  their  import- 
ation, L  318.  note. 

Wisbech  castle,  factions  of  the  prisoners 
in,  i.  166.  note. 

Withens  (sir  Francis),  expelled  the 
house  of  conunons,  ii.  141. 

Woad,  proclamation  of  Elizabeth,  pro- 
hibiting its  culture,  i.  237.  and  note. 

Wolsey  (cardinal  Thomas),  his  motion 
for  a  supply  of  800,000/.  to  be  raised 
by  a  tax  on  lands  and  goods,  i.  17.  — 
opposed  by  the  conunons,  ibid.  —  cir- 
cumstantial account  of  this  transac- 
tion, 18.  and  note.  —  his  arbitrary 
modes  of  raising  money  without  the 
intervention  of  parliament,  18.  — 
letters  to,  concerning,  19.  note.  — 
obloquy  incurred  by  these  measures. 


21 — estimate  of  his  character,  22. — 
articles  against  him  never  intended 
to  be  proceeded  upon  by  the  king,  23. 
note.  —  cause  of  the  duke  of  Buck- 
ingham's execution,  27.  and  note. — 
augments  the  authority  of  the  court 
of  star-chamber,  52.  —  rigid  in  re- 
straining the  turbulence  of  the  nobi- 
lity, &c.,  53.  note. — Luther's  attack 
on,  60.  note  *. — a  delegate  of  Clement 
VIL  on  Henry  VIIL's  divorce,  61.  — 
increases  the  fees  of  the  clergy  on 
wills,  64.  note.  —  his  reformation  and 
suppression  of  the  monastic  orders, 
70.  —  did  not  persecute,  but  pro- 
scribed heretic  writings,  83. 

Wool,  &c.  ancient  uigust  tolls  on,  i.  319, 
320.  note. 

Wotton  (sir  Henry),  his  palliation  of 
impositions,  i.  340.  note  *. 

Worcester,  victory  of,  its  consequences 
to  the  future  power  of  Cromwell,  i. 
654. 

Wright  ( ),  his  case  of  conscience 

and  confinement;  i.  144.  note. 

Wright  (Mr.  Thomas),  notice  of  his 
edition  of  **  Letters  relating  to  the 
Suppression  of  Monasteries,"  i.  72. 
note. 

W^att  (sir  Thomas),  insurrection  of, 
L  108.  note. 

Telverton  (Mr.),  his  defence  of  the  pri- 
vileges of  parliament,  i.  253. 

Teomen  of  the  guard,  establishment  of 
the,  L  550. 

Yeomanry  of  England,  under  the  Plan- 
tagenets,  described,  i.  5. 

York,  council  of,  summoned,  i.  511.  and 
note*,  512.  note. 

York  (James,  duke  oi),  protests  asainst 
a  clause  in  act  of  uniformity,  li.  39. 

—  suspected  of  being  a  catholic  be- 
fore the  restoration,  43.  and  note.  — 
his  marriage  with  lady  Anne  Hyde, 
59.  and  note  |.  —  converted  to  the 
Romish  faith,  79.  —  particulars  re- 
lating to  his  conversion,  ibid,  and  note. 

—  always  strenuous  against  schemes 
of  comprehension,  86.  —  obliged  to 
retire  from  the  office  of  lord  admiral, 
92.  and  note*. — dangerous  enemy  of 
the  constitution,  95.  —  his  accession 
to  the  throne  received  with  great 
apprehension,  125.  —  enga^^  in  a 
scheme  of  general  conversion,  127. 
— resolved  to  excite  a  civil  war  rather 
than  yield  to  the  exclusion,  131. — 
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plan  for  baniBhing  him  for  life,  134. 
and  Tiote  *. — his  unpopularity  among 
the  middling  classes,  139 — his  ty- 
ranny in  Scotland,  488. 
York  (Philip,  second  earl  of  Hardwick), 
his  account  of  the  tories  in  1745,  ii. 
416.  twte. 


Yorkshire,  leyy  of  ship-money  refused 

in,  i.  505. 
Zeal,  religious,  in  Seotland,  its  furious 

effects,  ii.  475. 
Zuingle  (Ulric),  his  belief  concerning 

the  Lord's  Supper  nearly  fatal  to  the 

reformation,  i.  90. 


THE    END. 
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